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21 June 1946 
COMMISSIONER: 


Mr. George R. Taylor 
THE GESTAPO 


(The Commission ezSuxememi convened at 1000 hours) 


FRANZ STRAUB, a witness, took the stand andtestified as follows: 


MR. TAYLOR: The witness is to be reminded that he és still under 


THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. 


MR. TAYLOR: Proceed with the witness, Dr. Merkel. 


EXAMINATION RESUMED 
By Dr. Merkel: - 

Q». I'll show you document F 673, which is R.F. 392, which is an order by 
Keitel of August 18, 1944, regarding the conduct of saboteurs and terrorists 
in occupied areas. I'm quoting #4 of that document: "Proceedings against 
terrorists and saboteurs which are and against any other criminal acts committed 
by non-German civilians in the occupied area which do not endanger the security 
or efficiency of the occupied forces are to be stopped, indictments are to be 
taken back and no executions are to be carried on any further. The criminals 
are to be handed oyer tsmxtks with the secret files on our cases to the nearest 
local office of the Sipo and SD." Do you know amtxk anything about the carry- 


ing out of this order in Belgium and Northern France? 
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A. No, I know nothing about it. That is an order issued from the Fuehrer's 
headquarters as a secret commando matter. I assume it went to the military 
courts. As an official of the Sipo I never got knowledge of that order and I 
assume that it actually was never received by the Sipo in Belgium since it was 
issued on Ausust 18, and we left Belgium on September 2. 

Q- The next document I would like to show you is F 641 A which is RF 320, 
that is a report issued by the Zax Belgium Commission on War Crims, which talks 
about crimes committed by the Gestapo. I'm asking you in regard to the cases 
listed in the appendix of the document - whether they were really misdeeds com 
mitted by the Gestapo? 

A. As far as I can see from the record it referred to cases in which the 
Geheime Feld Polizei - Secret Police - was involved, so it seems again that even 
on December 27, 1945, people didn't realize the difference between the Gestapo 
end tiwtiuiGeheime Feld Polizei, and this document accuses the Gestapo of the 
deeds which apparently were commited by the Geheime Feld Polizei - Secret 
#uka Field Police. 

Q- Does the document make reference to cases to a bit of time when the Geheime 
Feld Polizei, Secret Field Police, was exclustvely under the Army? 

A. It seems the cases xrefurxedixts refer to the section 530 of the Geheime 
Feld Polizei, Secret Field Police, which never was transferred to the Sipo. 

Q- How were foreign laborers recruited in Northern France and Belgium? 

A. Foreign laborers were recruited exclusively through the sub-offices 
of Sauckel. The Sipo had nothing to do whatsoever with the recruiting or 
any other phase of the foreign labor problem. The head office of the Sipo 


had issued an order for Northern France and Belgium and I think mfxzt also 


for the Netherlands and the total area of France that people who had deserted 


from labor should not be arrested and should not be brought back to the Reich. 
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Q. Did the Security Police in Belgium or Northern France every receive, 
carry out, or issue any orders which could be interpreted as a crime against 
people, against the laws, or war against humanity? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you know anything about the so-called Einsatzgruppen or Hinsatz~ 
kommandos which were used in the East? 

A. There were no Einsatzgruppen nor Binsatzkommandos in Belgium or Northern 
France, and we had no knowledge of the structure or function of those in the East. 

Q. Did the #8 Gipo maintain xag mpekexixemx special units in prisoner of 
war camps to sift out people who were considered racially or politically un- 
desirable and to execute those? 

&. There were no prisoner of war camps in Belgium nor ¥etkexx Northern 
France, and I do not know of any orders of that kind. 

Q- Did the Sipo send, in any other way, people who were considered racially 
or politically undesirable, to cemps and had then executed there? 

A. I never heard anything of that kind, and I stated already here that 
people arrested by the Sipo were turned over to the military authorities and 
military courts and that the Sipo had nothing to do with them afterwards, and 
if and when a person had to be brought from the occupied territory to the Reich, 
in each individual case, the military commander had bo be informed, and he gave 
or refused his approval. 

Q. Were people arrested and executed by the Sipo in Belgium and Northern 
France for crimes relative to those they were supposed to have committed - the 
so-called Sippenhaft? 


A. Such so-called Zippenhaft were not performed in Belgium and Northern 


France, as far as I know by the Sipo. 
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Q. Wes the so-called Nacht and Nebel - night and fog = order cerried out 
by the Sipo in Belgium and Northern France? 
A. That ordermi was issued to and carried out by the military courts and 
if people in accordance with that order had to be deported to the Reich theh 


the deportation was performed by the frontier police. 


Q. I submit to youlocument 1650, the so-called Hugel order. Xuxei Was that 


order carried out in the district of the Sipo in Belgium and Northern France? 

A. I learned of that order only while I was in prison. 

Q- I submit to you P.S. 498, the so-called Kommando order of Hitler. 
It refers to the execution of the members of the Kommando leaders and parachutists. 
What do you know sbout the execution of that order in Belgium and Northern France? 

A. I learned nothing bbout the mxextisx execution of that order in Belgium 
and Northern France. At that time the execution of that order was the duty of 
the counter=intelligence which used as its tool exclusively the @eheime Feld 
Polizei - Secret Field Police. 

Q. Did the Sipo or SD possess any orders to murder people who were in 
their custody to prevent their liberation by the Allies? 

A. I know of no order of that kind. As far as I know prisoners who were 
in Army installations when the German troops left, Belgium and Northern France 
were all collected into one big transport and then transferred back to Belgium 
and given to the Belgium authorities in prisons. For having not carried out 
the order of Himmler, the mtkixt military commander and chief of the Security 
Police in Belgium, Jungclaus wes punished, 

Q- Had the Sipo any part in the confiscation and distribution of public or 
private property in Belgium? 

å. As Sar as I know, noe I outlined before any questions referring to 


property where the job of group #12 of military government. 
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Q. As far as you know were the churches persecuted in the districts of Sipo 
under your gksr observation? 

A. ås far as I know the relation between the military commander, military 
authorities and the cardinal of Mecheln and the other church leaders were 
excellent. There was only one official concerned with church matters attached 
to the staff of the Sipo and SD and his only job was collecting of information. 
As far as I know the director of church affairs between the cardinal and the 
military government was a minister by the name of Van Der Elst. 


Q. Did the Sipo or the SD blow up a synagogue in Belgium? 


A. As far as I know no synagogues in Belgium or NortheifPrance were blow 


up at all. Therefore, members of the SD and Sipo could not have committed 
such deeds. 

DR. MERKEL: For the time being I have no further questions. 
BY DR. GAWLIK: (Defense counsel for the SD) 

Q. From whom did department #2 receive its orders - from department #3 or 
department #4 of the main of “ice? 

A. As far as I know all orders referring to Jewish affairs were received 
from department #4 of Berlin head office - that was Eichmann's office. I'M 
convinced that all those mtters were discussed by the lower Sipo officials with 
the militery government authorities. 

Q. The people serving in Belgium and France, did they volunteer for service 
there or were they sent there as the result of legal duties? 

A. As far as civil servants were concerned, they could not volunteer nor 
could they refuse to serve. The same is true for the members of the SD and the 
Sipo, who had been enlisted for War service. I would assume that the same holds 


true for the regular members of the SD, and that they had received their orders 


from the main office of the SD. 
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Q. I'm subhitting to you again document F 560, which is RP 305, a report of 
the American Research Institute for War Crimes. It is a document which has been 
submitted already. I'm referring you to page 11. I would like you to tell me 
whether Bahrmann was actually a DSD? Please look over to page 15. 

A. The abbreviation DSD probably means German Security Service. If the 
reference is to some Mr. Bahrmann, then it should be stated that he was not a 
member of the SD or the Griminal Police. On page 15 the same Bahrmann is men~ 
tioned again as chief of SD in Lille. As far as I know there didn't exist any 


SD office in that city, and Bahrmann is no chief of the SD, but rather a civil 


Servant of the criminal police. 
there 
Q. Was/tkak at the place you were located any official of the SD by the name 


of Fahrmann? 
A. I know of no member of the Sd named Bahrmann. 
DR. GAWLIK: No further questions. 
MR. TAYLOR: Dr. Merkel, do you have any further questions. 
DR. MERKEL: No, sir. 
CROSS EXAMINATION 
BY MR. MONNERAY: 
Q. Witness, you were in the administration of the police since 1919 were 
you not? 
A. Since 1913. 
Q. And you entered into the Stapo in 1938? 
A. In 1937, I was transferred to the Stapo, but until March 1938, I remained 
as a frontier police in Passau. 


Q- And you entered the Nazi Party in 1937, did you not? 


A. Yes. 
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Q. I f you had wanted to do so, you had plenty of opportunity to resign 
in 1937, had you not? 

A. I was a professional civil servant and I did not see any reason in 1937 
to resign from my regular professional career. 

Q- You considered that the activities of the German police after the arrival 
to power of the Nazi Party was perfectly legal and correct, did you not? 

A. Yes. 

Q- And especially the activity of the political police? 

A. As far as I got acquainted with the activity of the political police, 
and particularly the area in which I worked, the work of the political police 
did not undergo any change. 

Q-Then according to your testimony even before 1932, the German police were 
arresting Communists, Socialists, Jews, Free Masons, etc. Is that correct? 

A. No, all I meant to say was that if those fieldsof activity in which 
I was active - that is counter—intelligence and frontier defense - in those 
fields no change was forthcoming. 

Q. And you had mmx noknowledge at all, of course, as to what was the 
activity of other branches of the Stapo? 

A. Yes I had that knowledge just as much as the member of an office has an 
opportunity to learn of other people in other officew. 

Q- Your branch had nothing to do with concentration camps, and protective 
custody, for instance? 

A. The office to which I was attached was at Munich andof course we were all 
aware of the existeace of the one at Dachau. 

Q- And your branch had taken people into protective custody, hadn't it? 


A. Yes, the possibility to take somebody into protective custody in the course 


of counter-intelligence and control arose. 


Q- Had youany counter—intelligence activities in Passau? 
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A. Only as far as the border police was used in the search for mapebeted. 


individuals. 

Q. At, your police station you had no official dealing with certain in- 
dependent questions? 

å Wo only as far as it played a part in the search. I meant to say that 
the gathering of information was not our responsibility. 

Q. According to German Law, how many years is it necessary for a police 
official to set his pension? 

A. I think those law® were changed. I'm not sure about the details. I think 
they were changed in 1937. In accordance with the old law, perkagx previous to 
1937, it was necessary that civil servants had served for ten years. 

Q- So if you resigned in 1938, you wouldn't have gotten your pension, would 
you? 

A.Yes. 

Q- And you had knowledge in 1938 of the persecution of the Jews in November, 
had you not? 

A. I know of the persecution of Jewis, as far as their betien tins and de- 
portation was concerned. 

Q- No synagogues had been burned in 1938 in Munich? 

A. Yes, of course, I learned of those things at that time I was to Munich 
and I lived in @ suburb. When I came to the office in the morning I learned of 
it. 

Q- And you don't know angthing about the order the Gestapo received about those 
events? 

A. No, only upon my arrival at the office I learned of the things which had 
happened and like many other officials there, we were entirely uninformed. 


J 
Q- And immediately all the police stations and policemenf were busy trying 


f 
to find out why the synagogue had been #urned, were they not? 
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A. I couldn't tell you mmtxx anything about it. That wasn't my competence, 


and it was the principle of my office not to interfer with mattefs that weren't 
our business. I do know that those departments of our office which were con- 
cerned with the domestic affairs immediately got busy, but what measures and re- 
sults they had I do not know. 


Q. But you know, of course, that the whole thing a bene organized by the 


party and the police got orders from higher authorities not to do anyfhing? 
E 


A. Only during my imprisonment I learned of those orders. 

Q. Very well, now what was the speical mission you got in Vienna in 
September 1944? 

A. I arrived in Vienna in October 1944, and my mission was to investigate the 
Communists and Socialists tendencies in the Alt and Danube districts from Austria. 

Q. From whom did you get your orders? 


The office FIV of the Reichssicherheitshauptamt, main office of the 


And in Vienna you got in touch with what branch of the local office? 
Only with the local Gestapo office and later with the Bommander of the 
Sipo in Menna. Of course, ‘I was to interpret the mission as covering the total 
territory of the two mentioned Gaus, but actually I was not in a position to 
carry out that mission any longer because a conference which office IV was to 
arrange with local officials could not be held any more. 
Q. Could you receive files on any question of opposition in those districts 
when you arrived in Vienna? 
A. No, I had to cover the material myself, and all the files I collected only 
covered a period up to 1938. 
Q. And I suppose those files contained lists of suspected people, did they? 


A. No, that wasn't so. It contained the informetion of permanent nature 


of those movements Ñg, but did not contain names of individuals. 
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At what office was the etiology of those reports - the information? 

The Gestapo offices. 

Did you receive also reports of the offices of the SD? 

No. 

And in those files, there were no reports of the SD? 

No, only Sipo. 

Now, let's turn over to activities in Belgium. XmrxwsrexGsxumumisxetxths 
Sipexaxssxinxdutyxi#@é® Your commando was at the Sipo area in July 1940? 


A. Yes. 


nn 


Q- What was your exact position of this commando? 

A. At first the name of the office was Geheime Feld Poliezi ie Viens supposed 
to stand for Sipo. 

Q. I think you dicn't understand my question. I asked you what was your 
personal position within this matter? 

A. The office I was holding as civil servant was Kriminalrat mkmixw and 
with the dtgx# Sipo I was called Feld Polizei Director (director of Field Police). 

Q. And what was yourmi saion? 

A. I already sketched the functions of my office. I was the leader and 
director of that function. 

Q. Why were you in the Geheime Feld Polizei at t’e outbreak of the War? 

A. That didn't start at the outbreak of the war, but rather when the Commando 
was put into action on June 1, 1940. 

Q. Were many members of the police recruited and put into the Secret Field 
Police during the WAr? 


A. Yes, sir. 


Q. In your group when you arrived in June 1940, among the importan officers 


of the Secret Field Police, how many Seale Aa of the police? 
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A. I'm not in a position to answer that, but the chief of Secret Police, 
Kriechbaum is here at Nurnberg and he is in position to answer it. 

Q- But it is a general rule that people of the police force were put into 
the Secret Bax Field Police, during the war, was it not? 


X. DR. MERKEL: I object, the witness stated already that he is not suf- 


ficiently informed on that sub jest and thw witness, Kreichbaum, who is for the 


hearings here, should be heard on that matter. 

MR. MENKERYA MONNERAY: Allright. 

MR. TAYLOR: Should the witness have this information then I take it that 
the question would be proper cross examination. No doubt the witness does not know 
the answer to that question. 

MR. MONNERAY: No. I think I'll proceed. 

In your group of theCommando, had you other former members of the police? 
Yes. 
Q. Did they hold important positions with this Commando? 
A. No, they didn't hold important positions, they were secretaries and the 
total number wes not more than ten. The whole group consisted only until the 
Chief of Security Police arrived and I believe that was around the end of July 1940. 
Q- And your group was a part at thie time of the Secret Field Police or Commando 
of Sipo or SD? 


A. The group was transferred to the Sipo. 
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á Q. Was your kommando in Belgium part of the secret field police, or wes 

it presented to the army as a kommando of the SIPO and the SD? 
commander 

A. No, it wasn't presented to the kummmmia/of the military forces as « 
geheine police. 

Q. You were wearing the uniform of the sedret police, were you not? 

Ks es. 

Q. But the main part of the members of this group were members of the SIFO 
and SD, were they not? 

A. Yes, the group wes cowposed of the members of the SIPO and the SD~- 
professional members of the SIFO and SD members drafted for war service. 

Q. You were in Munich at the beginning of the war, were you not? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And you knew probably what kind of military use many of your colleagues 


were x to be put to 
kadxtoxtake/after the mobilization, did you not? 


~- 


As Tol: 


whe TR 


40 Do you know police of Munich who were also drafted into the secret 


field police? 

QA Yes, a tew of them. 

4.) You told us yesterday the position field kommandos consisted of research 
work--finding out documents of tne emigvetion orgenigation, the Marxist organization, 
and so forth? 

A. Yes. 

Q. sweixiuckhisxnctivityxthexwmtexgersumaz And the whole personnel of your 
kommando participated in this activity, dic it not? 


A. Yes. 


Q. There was no distinction mexkka between former members of the SD and 
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former members of the Gestapo? l 
WITNESS: You still refer to the kommando, consisting of about 25 pesple? 
MR. MONNERAY: Yes. 
executive 

2 A. Yes. Wone of us had any/power thea. We were only attached to the service 
EXXNEXXKANXERKXX of the SIPO and the SD. 
BY MR. MONNERAY: 

Q. Nevertheless, you prepered the action to be taken eventually by the army, 
did you not? | 

4. Not by the army, but by the SIPO. 

Q. Will you give an example of those executive measures to be carried out 
after the preparatory work done by your group. 

å. There existed in Belgium and Northern France atout thirty emigrants' 
organizations. By order of tne military authorities, the political activities 
of those emigrants’ organizations had to be prohibited. Hence, in those emigrants! 
organizations, there was a lot of potential political dynamite. They were 
requested (a) to discontinue their political activities,and/ (b) to unite all : 
together into one organization for each nationality. The military authorities 
also subsequently issued orders for the elimination of certain personalities who 
did not fit into the framework of the new emigrants! set up. 

Q. And in this case it was the memberw of the SIFO who carried out the 
arrests? 

å. Yes. In such am cases the secret field police were requested to carry 
out the arrests. 

Q. But didatt you tell us that the SIPO carried out the executive measures? 

á. No, tne SIPO carried out only intelligence service, and at that time the 


executive power was exclusively with the secret field police. 


Q- But after this period, the SIPÒ itself carried out the arrests, did it not? 


A. Yes; later, when the secret field police was too busy with the carrying | 


out of its own tasks, the SIPO was authorized by the military authorities in cartain 
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cases to carry out executions. 
Q. Who carried on the information gatnering work? 
A. As far as it was concerned with security police, the SIPO; as far as it 
concerned the SD, the SD. 


Q. And what were the question# xfxkaz which came under the competence of the 


A. I explained already yesterday that Department Two was concerned with the 
so-called "weltanschaulichegegne" (hostile forces, on the basis of philosophy 
or religious or political grounds), and Department Three was concerned with 
ledensgebiete--the so-called "field of life"--economic questions, art, science, 
and questions of jurispruience. 

(recess) 

Q. After the first period of this kommando, what was your position? 

A. As the kommando was enlarged to the security police, my title was 
criminal counssllor, and my activity was Section Four--the security police 
executive actica, Pith the exception of the executive matters falling within the 
scope of Section Two or Section Five. 

<— Q. What were the executive matters of Section Two? 

A. wseccion Two was charged with the preparation and executive of Jewish 
affairs, Freemasons, which at first was only a matter of getting information and 
then the securing of still extant installations. Also intelligence in the affairs 
of the chren., 

Q. Do youf mean the wkmmkux securing of installations only, or the securing 
of persons belonging to those institutions? 


A. I do not know, but I do not believe that the securing of persons was 


connected with this. as far as I know only material values, installations and 


such, were secured. 
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Q. During the first tiin you were dealing with Freemasons, Marxists, 
and emigrants’ resistance, were you not? 

A. During the first period of my service, I was concerned with the nearing 
securing of socialist and Marxist property, and at thet time there was no 
resistence movement. 

Q. And following the research work, the secret field police proceeded to 
arrest pecpie? 

A. If such executive measures resulted from the orders of the military 
administration, that might be possible. 

& Q. Do you claim that the same result would not come out-3f=bhersütt of 
the work of Abteilung Two? 

A. At first Section Two was concerned with these matters only as a matter 
of xm counter-intelligence. Only leter, when collecting and evacuating of Jews 
had started, Section Two also became active in this sphere. 

Q. Now,tne Jewish questions of the KE RSEA were treated by Amt Four, were 
they not? 

A. All questions were treated by RSHA for Section Eichmann} 


And your Section Four was connected with Amt Four in Berlin, was it not? 


With the exception of those affairs which were taken care of by Section 


And Section Two was composed of members of the Sy, was it not? 

In the majority, yes. 

And the other members came from what organization? 

There x were several emptoyees of the criminal police, and certain 
employees were there because they were to do their duty in case of war. 


Q. You claim that there were no members of the Gestapp in Section Two? 


A. There were none until May, 1943. At least I do not know of any. 
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Q. And after May, 1943? 

A. After May, 1943 the SD was eliminated from Section Two; a Gestapo 
commissioner was called there. It is difficult to say just whether the KRIPO 
was activef,amt since KRIPO members also were transferred to the Gestapo, and 
Gestapo members also did work in Section Two. 

Q. Did Section Two receive orders from Amt Three and Amt Six, also? 

A. I do not know. I don't believe so. 

Q. And were you of «me Section Four in touch with Section Two? 

A. Only as far as that is customary within an office. There was no 
interlinking of business affairs. Only after May, 1943 wes the sphere of 
activity of Section Two transferred to Section Four (B). 

&Q. And before May, 1943, it was Section Four which was dealing also with 
those questions, was itnot? 

Before 1943, Section Four had nothing to dow with these tasks. 


And after 1943? 


Yes, after May 1943 these affairs came into the ax scope of Section Fourj. 


Just to make the question quite cleary-the Jewish question was dealt 
with by Section Two until May, 1943, and Section Four after May, 1943. Is that 
correct? 

4. That is correct. 

Q. And until May, 1945, Section Two had mainly members of the SD, and after 
May 1943 there came in certain members of the KRIPO or the Gestapo? 

A. Up to May 1943 the personnel of Section Two was composed of SD members 
in the majority. There ware also employed several members of the criminal 
police and employees of such offices. After May 1943 the personnel of Section Two 
was composed of several of xkaxpespkeaxwhx its original employees who remained 


there and some new employees and civil service people. 
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Q. You told us that reports of Section Four were sent to the RSHA according 
to the matter, either to Amt Three or Four or Six or Seven. Is this correct? 

A. That is not quite correct, sir. The results of the matters with which 
Section Four was concerned were transferred to Amt Four. They were concerned with 
xu emigration matters, socialistic groups, and mo forth. The results of the 
evaluation of the material was sent from the section to the corresponding section 
in the central office. Section Two to Amt Two, Section Four to Amt Four, and so 
on. 

Did you never have any reports coming from Section Four or Section Six? 

No reports. 

What did you receive? 

It was feasible that the sphere of Section Three brought forth an 
executive measure which would have to be reported to Section Four. 

Q. Now let us turn to another matter. The headquarters of the SIFO and 
SD in Brussels were at Avenue Louise, were they not? 

A. Yes. 

Q. How many floors had this building? 

A. The offices were in several buildings. The house Number 453 might 
have had ten or eleven stories. After February, 1943 the office moved to another 
house which was about six mturak stories high. 

Q. On what floor were the offices of the Gestapo? 

A. I believe that they were quartered in the second and third, and part of 
the four, fifth, and sixth floors. I believe that is about ail. 

Q. Were the arrest cells here? 


A. The arrest cells were in the basement. They were for the timeg that the 


prisoners had to wait before being trancferred to the prison. There was trans- 


parat portatiqn on schedule for them. In accordance with the orders of the chief —) 
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of the office, prisoners were not permitted to remain in the cells overnight. 
Q. On what floor were the interrogations held? 
A. In all the offices of the stories nameg before. There were no special 


interrogation rooms. 

Q. You told ue yesterday that you received the order entitling the police 
to carry out third-degreef interrogations, did you not? 

A. les. 

Q. And you told us there were certain limits to the third degree? 

å. Yes. 

Q. I will read you the list of third-degree measures which are quoted in 
Document PS 1531, USA 248. "Lowest ration of food, herd confinement, dark cell, 
prixaxtionxafxakseg deprivation of sleep, exhausting exercises." Is this all? 

A. Strokes with a stick. 

Q. Now you told us that no prisoner could be held in your offices during 
the night, did you not? 

A. That was a basic order. 

Q. And that was the rule in all Gestapo and SIPO offices, was it not? 

A. In Belgium, but not in France. 

Q. You do not know how it was elsewhere? 

A. That was true outside of the Reich. In the Reich kixizxeertzix itself, 


certein Gestapo officers may have had their own jails. Here there were none; and 


the regulat police and court jam jails were put into use. 


Q- That would explain, would it not, the measure of deprivation of sleep? 
A. Yes, of course. Unless it was possible, and it may have been so, that in 
suchx@x & case the warden of the gail would have been contacted in order to make 


such arrangements. 
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Q. Nw this document which I will show to you concerns only the question of 
interrogation;and interrogations were carried through in the German police by the 
Gestapo office, were they not? 

A. KRIPO, Gestapo, and any other police branch took interrogations. In.the 
occupied territories also the secret field police and the field gendarmerie. 

Q- But if thie order directs about deprivation of sleep, there must have been 
a possibility for prisoners to have to get sleep when they are arrested by the 
police? 

A. The prisoners were kept in the wehrmacht prisons. Of course there was 
an opportunity to go to sleep for them. They were Belgian prisons. 

Q. So when you decided to apply this measure of deprivation of sleep you 
esked the warden of the prison to take the necessary steps, asking him to order 
deprivation of k sleep. Did you not? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Now you told us that ‘Sass list of severe interrogation measures was a 
limited list. Is this correct? 

A. Yes, there was no other possibility. There was no other directive. In 
my opinion, this directive is a frame directive, and has to be regarded as such. 

Q. In this decree by Mueller it is said that "measures may consist, according 
to each particular case, among other measures of...etc." So you still maintain 
thatjié. this is a limited list? 

A. I do not know of any other directive. 

Q. What do you mmm understand by "among other measures"? If this text is 
correct, it means that other measures could be adopted also. 


A. One might suppose that, but I feel that the "among other measures" means 


lighter punishments, for this directive is an increase of punishment. 


9 
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Q- Do you agree that other measures could he adopted, other than those 
put into this list, according to this text? Please answer by yes or no. 
&x DR. MERKEL: I object. This is an interpretation of a legal directive; 
and it is up to the court to interpret,and not to the witness. 

MR. MONNERAxr: The purpose of this interrogation is to show that the 
witness, who knowsiperfectly well (the iter) did not give complete testimony the 
other day. So it ma is not a question of interpreting an official text, but to 
ask the witness to keep his testdmony on the grounds of the text whicn is put 
before him. | 

DR. MERKEL: If such a text is submitted to the witness, I must ask 
that either the original or mimugk photostat is shown, rather than a notarized 
topy, because typing errors might heave been made. 

MR. MONNERAr: This is an official document put into evidence. There- 
fore, I think that PO pE PPA of authenticity is not permissable. The document, 
as such, has been submitted em Tribunal, and so no discussion, to my manner of 
thinking, is... 

MR. TAYLOR: Wovld you reed that question for me, please. 

(Question is read.) 
MR. TAYLOR: Objection oes. The witness may answer the question. 
A. I cannot answer this question "yer" or "no." I have just become cognisant 
of this order rignt now. I did not know of the order before. It seems to be 
dated 1942 or 1943. It was considered to be secret and was kept in the vault of 
the chief of office. Alif police officerw considered application of third degree 


matters a disagreeable affair. That is why, at a conference which took place in 


Brussels in 1942, deputies of the offices in Holland, France, and Denmark, and a 


representative of the RSHA, asked for a change in the methods used in working 


Y 
against the enemy. The civil mmxxias servant who had to use third degree J L 


e 
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methods, or who had applied for permission to use third-degree methods, was 
not considered the most efficient one. Every civil servant was told that, 
unless he was abie to achieve his aim to find out the informretion from the 
witness by psychological methods, he had shown a certain disqualification for 
tne job. 

MR. MONNERAY: I do not want to interrupt, but I think we should ask 
the witness to answer as shortly as possible. 

A. At the conference mentioned above, the application of third-degree 
methods was rejected on the básis ¢ that it was necessary to encompass the mass 
of the enemy,and the xmikum individual action had no importance in this. It was 
resolved that, by way of propaganda and disseminsgtion of propagenda by way of 
word of mouth or the printed word, the hostile groups should be influenced. And 
that, in particular, required the assistance of the individual arrestees. Only 

dialectic 
dtastectiextsizy/work methods ak of these could secure success for the worker. 

Q. sou told ue that the top secrets were filed in a special safe, and that 
the officials had no knowledge of this order. Is this correct? 

A. Tae instructions pertaining to tne treatment of top secret and secret 
documents were basic for the treatment of special matters. Pr dissemina- 
tion of top secretg and secret matters except to those who were directly concerned 
with them. 

Q. Tnose rules applied to all offices of the SIPO and SD, did they not? 

A. Yes, of tne wehrmacht also. 

Q. I will show you Bocument 089, which has been put into evidence already. 
It PRE» t tainge of this order of the third-degree interrogation, and contains 


all the terms, among others. This document gives as a marginal note,"(2) All 


male officials of the station to be informed at the next conference, 29 February 


1944, and (3) to be filed with top secret documents in a steel safe." So p= | 
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this is the ordinary procedure of communicating top secret ordersf, is it not? 

A. Yes. I do not know how £m large the office was. Generally it could 
not be done that all male members of the office were made acquainted with tne 
top secret matters. That would be against the directive regarding secret and 
top secret matters. 

Q. You told us yesterday that the SIFO ani SD arrested only criminals. Is 
that correct? 

A. People who committed crimes and minteam misdemeanors against the occupying 
power. Yes. 

Q. But tne Jews you arrested did not commit any crimes, did they? 

A. Beyond doubt the Jews which were collected for the action had not 
committed any crimes. 

Q. They were treated in the camp in the same way as the criminals, were 
they not? 

A. I naxe stated ali information I have on the camp leadership in yesterday's 
interrogation. 

Q- You told us yesterday, didn't you, that they came into the camp under the 
same conditions as the other people arrested and entercd there? Is this correct? 


Yes or no? 


A. It was a reception camp for internees and people who were & to be trans- 


ferred to the courts later. 

Q. On what occasion did you visit the camp? 

A. It was quite accidental. I had been there several times witn permission. 
There were personal reasons which brovght me there several times to call on the 
tailor shop. 


Q. Wnot sort of commissions went to the camp? 
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A. In several cases, military administration. 

Q. In other cases? 

A. Otherwise, tnere was no commission there. I cannot at this momeat 
recall any other commission. 

Q. The members of the SIPO amz or the SD never visited the camp of Breendonk 
in any professional capacity? 

A. Yes, because there were arressees who were to be interrogate. I wish to 
limit my statement. I do not know whether members of the SD were there. 

Q. So the members of the SIPO went into the camp to carry out interrogations, 
did they not? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And those interrogations could be carried out, if it was necessary, 
according to the third degree? 

A. Yes. 

orders 

Q. When your ofiise sent prisoners to the camp of Breendonk, they sent/xkem 
over at the same time, concerning the prisoners, did they not? 

A. No, 

Q. You didn't give any intaxrxrogakkanux indication as to what crimes you 
charged them with? 

A. The camp Breendonk received a copy of the arrest announcement, which I 
mentioned yesterday. It was a brief statement as to the cause of the arrest. 

Qx Q. Did you indicate sometimes that you were sending a man who was very 
dangerous fax to the security of the Reich, for instance? 

A. Yes, the cause of the arrest indicated that. If the cause of arrest read 


"suspicion of sabotage" or "murder of German", the man dealing with the prisoner 


knew, of course, why the arrest had been made. 


Q; In whe}cases were the internees isolated inside the camp? 
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A. Those were prisoners who, for reasons of the penal procedure, kudxkasnx 


were kept separate from the others. 


Q. Internees, for instance, who were to be interrogated were separated from 


the others, were they not? 

A. In every case where a transfer to the court was to be made, the mruunixra 
directive appli¢able to penal processes had to be followed out, particularly 
regarding the darkening of the cell. 

Q. What do you call "darkening"? 

A. The prisoner was not E to be brought together with anyone who either was 
an accomplice or with anyone who knew his accompiices. Thig would hamper the 
clarification of the case. 

Q. Then,the first commander of the camp uaa--was he a member of the SIPO? 

A. Wo; he was a member of the SD, personally. 

Q. Well, you had several chief k commanders during the four years of 
occupation? 

A. Yes. Both of them--the first and his successor--came from the SD. 

Q. Is it correct that the camp of Breendonk gave, from time to time, people 
to be snot as hostages? 

A. According to my knowledge, no shooting of hostages,in the sense of this 
expression, ever took plece. But when shootings occurred, it is possible that, 
in matters of this camp, Breendonk belonged among then. 

Q. What office published the lists of people to be shot? 

A. The military commander. The people who were shot came partly from 
court prisoners who either were sentenced or about whose sentence there never was 
any doubt, or persons at present in the preliminary procedure stage whose heavy 


crimes had been proved and where there was no doubt about their being punisned 


by death. 
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Q. The office of the SIFO and SD did not cooperate with the army to put 


up the lists of people to be shot as a method of reprisal? 

A. Secret field police received orders to submit euch lists and also, 
probably, the courts. 

Q. What was the mission of the SD in those selections? 

A. The SD did not take any part in them. 


(A recess was taken until 1400 hours.) 
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COMMI SSIONERs 
Mr. George R. Taylor 


THE GESTAPO 


(The Commission reconvened at 1400 hrs.) 


Y 
MR. TRELOR: “Witness is reminded that he is still under oath? 


FRANZ STRAUB, ee took the stand and testified as follows: 


THE WITNESS: Yes. 


MR. TAYLOR: Proceed. 


CROSS EXAMINATION RESUMED 


BY MR. MONNERAY: 
Q- Before recess, witness, you told us that the SD had nothing to do with the 


establishing of lists of hostages - neither the execution of hostages}, did you 


not? 
A. Yes. 
Q.e But the SD was dealing with the resistence movement, were theynot? 
A. No. 
Q. They had nothing to do with the resistence movement? 
A. I explained already the contents of the SD in departments 2, 3 and 6. 


Q. The SD dealt with the XUSLSLERERX NSB MENEYXRitx they tt idealistic enemies, 
— 
aAxxtiz. it now? 


4. Tax Yes, up to May 1, 1943. 

Q. And after that it had nothing to do any more with enemies of the Reich? 

A. Individuals who were transferred from department #2 to #4 continued to be 
occupied there. 

Q- Department #3 had nothing to do with ememies of the Reich? 


A. No. 
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Q- What was the title of department #3? 

A. The so-called Lebensgebiete, field of living ethical problems, art, 
science and legal matters. 

Q- What did the SD do in press matters? 

A. I guess it had to do officially somehow with press reports,but I can't 
give any details. Officially, I didn't tell with those matters and only the 
director of that department or his deputy could tell you about that. 

Q». How indeed do you claim then that the SD had nothing to do with persons 
belonging to certain groups, resistence movements, etc? 

4. Nothing to do with the exception of treatment of resistence movements. 

Q. If it is a question of information, he had to deal with it, did he 
not? 

A. In general it would not be true. The only way it could have happened 
was that the SD received some news which it then transferred to the Sipo. 

Q- Very well. The Army knew perfectly well of the organizations of the 
Sipo and SD, did it not? 

A. I guess it was supposed to be informed, but did not distinguish too 
well between SD and Sipo. 

Q- How do you explain that an order to execute hostages was sent over to the 
SD offices? 

A. That must have been a typing error or confusion. It matters who directed 
the order to the SD. I assume that any organization which would have been 
informed about the set up as for instance ISH directive talked to the SD. It mgy 


be that Army or another organization who didn't know the set up might have been 


mistaken in directing it to the SD. 


Q. I'11 show you the Document F - 680 B, which is exhibit RF 290 B, Page 


A. There is no doubt in my mind that that is a mistake. 
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Q- You told us yesterday that the Sipo and SÌ would never give the order for 
execution matters? 
A. I know nothing of that. 
higher 
Q. Is it correct that/wktłæ SS and Police leaders ordered execution matters? 
A. I don't know of these functions, excepting by chance it might have happened. 
I don't know. 
Q- What time did you leave Belgium? 
A. September 2, 1944. 


Q- Do you remember that the 18 of August and the 23 of August 1944, xhex 


fixanesiiaryxx in Charlerois and Gent 20 and 15 hostages had been executed by 


order of the higher SS and police leaders? 

A. ow nothing about that. 

Q- Will you have a look, please, at the first page of the same document and 
please read it? This document says .... that "2- and 15 hostages have been shot 
according to the order of the higher SS and police leaders." And this document 
is a document of the military administration police section. It is of 13 of 
December 1944, 

A. And does the document state that the higher SS and police leaders ordered 
the execution? 

Point 

Q. Witness, gaxxkaxax I'll read to you the text once more- - Fourth/Ruxrky - 
Execution in 1942, 43 and 44, altogether 240. After it - first of August 1984, 
Z0 @6xecutions. Execution of the measure by the Sipo. 18 August 1944, Charlerois. 
20 23 of August 1944, Gent, 20. For the two last measures by the higher SS and 
police leaders. Is this correct? 

A. I don't know anything about it. 

Q- Very well. How many Aussenkommandos had you in Belgium? 


A. Five in Belgium and none in France. 
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Q- How many members of the Sipo and SD were in eachAussenkommando? 

A. I can give you only an estimate. eee = were rather small, 
and average was about eight people. In some cases even less. Perhaps six to 
eight executive officials, a few SD members and office personnel, etc. 

Q. In those Aussenkommandos were members of the Gestapo, were they not? 


A. There were there Sipo people, Gestapo, Criminal Police, so-called 


emergency service people and SD. 


Q. They had executive power, did they not? 
AT 
A./Zam first only in conjunction with the Secret Feld Police. 


Q. And during the the second period? 

A. Later when their outposts grew larger, they had gotten special suthority 
from the Ober Feld Kommando, and then they had received executive powers from that. 
Q. Your executive officials, in your offices, were entitled to send people 

directly to the concentration camp at Breendonk or without passing by military 
tribunal, were they not? 
A. Yes, that camp was nothing but an enlarged military prison, which is in the 
sense of the military prison directors. 
Q. Have you any camps for work mimettsx education in your district? 
A. No, sir. No, I knew none in the whole district. 
Q. Did you receive Hitler's decree or Keitel's decree about the N.N. execution? 
A. Yes that decree was published at my office. 
Q- Had you inside of the section, a sub-section dealing with N.N.? 
No. 
You had nothing spetial - a sub-section called N.N. section? 
No. Only the military courts were concerned with the execution of that 


order. 
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Qe You had nothing to do with the execution of that order? 

A. No. 

Q- Do you remember the mass arrest of Jews in September 1943, in Belgium? 

I know nothing of that. 
Your officials proceeded to the arrests of Jews, did they not? 
Yes. That is true, but I don't recall any mass arrests. 
- Did you have any instructions coming from the RSHA, how to answer relatives 
of people arrested and sent to Germany as a measure of deportation? 

A. Are you referring that in connection to the N.N. decrees? 

Q. Witamss, I asked you to asnwer my questions, if possible. 

A. The RSHA did not zive us any in regard to that matter. 

Q. Why did you have knowledge of this decree - NN.? 

A. The decree had been sent to the office for information, because people 
who were concerned with that matter for interrogation, they had to know that 
they were not to talk about that matter. 

Q. So you had to interrogate those who were following under the NN decree? 

A. The possibility existed whether it actually happened I do not know. 

Q. In this case you had to observe the orders given by the NN decree? 

A. Yes. 

Q That means not to give any information to any relatives asking about the 
prisoners? 


As Yes. 


Q. And you kmow perfectly well what happened afterwards to those people, did 


you not? 
A. I knew that the military courts were concerned with the execution of the 
order and I knew that in those cases which were especially characteristic as fol- 


lowing under the NN, then those cases, one should not talk about the case. 
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Q- And if your officers arrested people and thousht people and the crimes 
against those people fell under the NN decree, you gave notice to the Army, did 
you not? 
A. The decree is to be understood in the following manner: that theywere 
in certain categories of crimes on file which fell under the NN decree, but it was 
rather up to the courts to determine whether the NN should apply to the individual 
cases. Practically, it happens as follows: When a man was arrested he was turned 
over to the military courts who subsequently had to determine whether he should 
be sentenced or whether he should fall under the NW decree, and until it was 
pronounced, he should fall under the NN decree, we were not to state that he fell 
under the decree. 
Q- But your officials also arrested people, according to your own information 
you got in your offices, and interrogated them first mmx , di: they not? 
A. Yes. 
Q- Do you know anything about the Rote Kapelle? 
A. I know the expression, but I don't know what is behind it. It was a 


secret Reich affair. I only know that it was a special defense dealing with the 


so-called Rote Kapelle, and people were arrested and sentenced by a special court. 


Q- Who was arresting them? 
A. A special unit which had headquarters in Paris. 
Q- Who was chief of this? 
A. Criminal councillor, whose name I don't know. 
Q. Was it Pannwitz? 
A. Yes, Pannwitz. 
Q- Do you know the members of this ppecial commando? 


A. I saw Pannwitz once, and ome of his assistants came in a number of time to 
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me office in Belgium, 

Q. Which section of your office was he in touch? 

A. He asked for assistance whenever he needed it, and it was given to him in 
the form of motor cars. 

Q. And what section was that? 

A. Wherever there was an official available - twas. 

Q. Any section? 

From Section #4. 

Q. Who was the man who was the expert of Jewish questions and went to Paris 
to conferences in order to discuss the questions? 

A. That I don't know. After May 1, 1943, Z couldn't have known, and as 
far as I know there was no expert. Before that date it could have been the 
head of that department or one of his assistants. 

MR. MONNERAY: I have no further questions. 
BY LT. COMDR. HARRIS: 

Q. Witness, you understand that the purpose of this inquiry is to ascertain 

whether the Gestapo and SD are or were a criminal organization, don't you? 


A. Yes. 


A; And you've been a professional police officer throughout your active 


live, haven't you? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Basing upon your long experience and this type of work and in these 
organizations, I think you have stated as a general purpose that in your opinion 
these organizations were not criminal. 

A. I could not find any evidence of criminal activity of the Gestapo. 

Q. In order to properly evaluate your testimony, we have to have some under- 


standing of what you understand by criminality. You understand that? 


A. To define an organization as criminal, I would say that the organization 
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was created to commit crimes. 

Q. Let me ask you this question. You would agree that an organization which 
for example tortured people, stole their property or which sent innocent people to 
prison - that would certainly be a criminal organization, wouldn't it? 

A. Torture and similar mistreatment are certainly crimes. 

Q- Now, when you were in the Gestapo in Germany, you knew that the Gestapo 
was sending persons to concentration camps, didn't you? 

A. Yes. 

And the Gestapo sent political criminals to concentration camps? 

Yes. 

And concentration camp was a place for criminals, wasn't it? 

Yes. 

And what concentration camps did you know of existing in Reema 

Dachau, Sachsenhausen, Oranienburg, Mauthaussen and Auschwitz. I learned 
of Auschwitz only in connection with deportation of Jews. 

Q. You knew Theresienstadt was a concentration camp, didn't you? 


A. Yes, that I knew, because I mentioned already that letters from 


Theresienstadt came to the military government as well as to the SD from people 


who had been deported there. 


Q. Did you ever receive letters of people who had been deported to Auschwitz? 
A. No. I didn't even know the name of Auschwitz at that time. 
Q- The point is this - that you knew that the SD first and the Gestapo later 
on in Belgium arrested people who were perfectly innocent, because they were Jews 
and sent them to a prison, namely, Theresienstadt, didn't you? 
@. Yes, I did. We had to carry out the order, and we had no choice but to obey. 
Q. That's one of the elements of criminality which you aggreed was a fair 


thought of criminality of organization a little while ago. 
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A. I beg your pardon, sir, but I cannot consider as a characteristic criminality 


the mere deportation of people into concentration camps unless it is done with the 


intention of bringing them into bad circumstances. 

Q. In other words, you didn't think that to take a person and deprive him of 
his liberty for the rest of his life and force him to work in a prison is a crime? 

A. I don't know that it was contemplated to keep them for life. We were told 
they were transferred and would be transferred for labor purposes. 

Q. In other words, you think that if a man is put into a prison a year or two, 
that is not punishment. Before it is punishment he has to be put in a prison for 
life or be executed? 

A. I assume that I'm not allowed to express my personal opinion here. 

Q. You are absolutely allowed to express your personal opinion. That's 
what I'm asking you for. 

A. I always was opposed to treatment of the race and religious guestion. The 
fact that it was later declared a state emergency, I couldn't take any attituée 
against it. 

Q. The point is, witness, not as to your personal responsibility, but as to the 
effect of your testimony with respect to organizations as a whole. Now, I think 
you'll agree that the Gestapo and SD were criminal with respect to their treatment of 
Jewish people and churches? 

A. I dare not pass that judgement. 

Q- Now, you said that after May 1, 1943, the military administration took care 
of the confiscation of Jéwish property, didn't you? 

A. In my opinion it was from the very beginning the competents of the military 
authority took charge of the confiscated property and Jewish property was considered 
to belong to it. 


Q. Xmu Who actually seized this property of Jewish people? 
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A. As far as I know it was dealt with by group #12 of the military govern- 
ment, and if I may explain the law of the Sipo in that regard was that the abandoned 
Jewish property was turned over to the mt&kettinxn billeting office which was part 
of the military government. 

Q- The point is that the Gestapo personnel are the ones that actually went out 
and took the property and turned it over to the military administration? 

A. Yes, it was. 

Q. And was that also the case of the Sugtuktseexunix Socialists and Communists? 

A. Only in regard to officials of those organizations. 

Q. This seizure of property of the Jewish people A Oe xan to any order 
of court, nor was it any legal puxtsskx punishment, it was just outright theft, 
wasn't it? 

A. This again is a question of political interpretation for which I'm not 
capable to pass. The whole matter of confiscation of any property was in the 
hands of the military government, although the function of the Sipo was the 
turning over of the key to the military government. 

Q. Now, you knew that the reason that this property was being taken away from 
these people was simply because they were Jewish people, didn't text you? 


A. Yes, that I know. 


Q. That is a second element in the test of criminality to which we agreed 


at the beginning of this cross examination; namely, the confiscation of property 
of innocent people. 

A. The Sipo was merely an intermediary to carry out orders, and it had no 
means to determine whether they were legal or illegal. 

Q- Except the conscience of the mem who comprised the organization? 

A. No, the conscience wouldn't have had much either, because the only choice 


was to obey the order or be court martialed. 
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Q- Or to go to the front into active combat? 

A. Yes. 

Q- And naturally nobody wanted to go to the front in actual combat, if he 
could stay over in Belgium or Paris? 

A. Many Sipo volunteered for front service and they were not permiteed to 
serve. Civil servants did not have any opportunity to express themselves; they 
only had to obey orders and serve where they were put. 

Q. Any way in addition to this matter of xmuxisx imprisoning innocent people 
and stealing their property to which you admitted the Sipo at least participated, 
we come to the third question of torture. Now we've discussed already this third 
degree method of interrogation. Now what was the purpose of these third degree 
interrogations? 


A. The purpose was merely to determine suspective organizations. It was never 


xa to be used against the individual himself. 


Q. In other words it was to force the individual to divulge information 
which you thought that he had? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And this wasn't punishment which was accessed against this individual/ by 
a court for something he had done. It wasn't punishment in any sense of the word, 
was it? 

A. No. 

Q. What you did you would get this poor individual into a prévate room and a 
fellow would take a stick in his hand and he would flog him 25 or 50 times. He 
would beat him, wouldn't he? 

A. No, he wasn't allowed to do that. 

Q. How did he do it then? 


A. No, only within the framework of the ordnance, and I believe he would beat 


him ten times and that was the maximum 
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Q- Now, the order Says twenty times without a doctor. You testified yesterday 
that you knew that it was twenty-five or fifty times. The order says that for more 
than twenty strokes, a doctor must be consulted, and you testified yourself that it 
was twenty-five or fifty times? 

A. No, I said‘ ten or fifteen. 

Q. And the point is this. That the order says — the order places no 
limitation whatsoever upon the number of strokes - the only limit is that if you 
beat a fellow more than twenty times, you have to have a doctor? 

A. Yes, but in that the doctor was the judge, and he could determine whether 
the fellow could stand five more beatings or no more beatings, 

Q- The point is this. You would get this poor individual in this room and 
you tell him to tell you what you want to knor or you'll beat him, didn't you? 

Now that's what was done, wasn't it? 

A. Yes, I guess it took place in that manner. "You mst give this information 

which I am convinced you have. If you don't Sive me information, I will have to 


take such action.? 


Q. Then if he didn't give you the information, you would give it to him, wouldn't 


you? 

A. Yes, if other Means didn't succeed. 

Q- We will aseume this is the case where this man sticks by his principles, and 
he won't tell except by beating. Now, so then you bring him back a few hours or the 
next day and ask him the same question over again, wouldn't you? 

R In that case a new permit from the head of the office had to be applied for. 

Q. By all means. 

A. I didn't experience it ever happening. 


Q- In other words one beating was enough, is that right? 


A. No, it may be that he still refused to telland in that case we would be 
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instructed to use that mans only as extgeme emergency measure. As a matter of 
fact, suchxemmxtetioendiix confession dic not have any validity before the courts 
and if an official punished somebody not within the framework of the ordnance, 
he was to be punished by the State authorities. 

Q. You didn't care much about the courst, because you were sending people to 
concantration camps without a court? 

A. No, that is not correct. In Belgium we sent all to the military courts. 

Q- You just testified to the Commission a few minutes ago when Mr. Monneray 
examined you that you sent people to Breendonk without a court order? 

A. Yes, but I added that Breendonk was used only as a camp for arrest, and 


that people from there were sent to the military courts. 


Q. We understand that according to your testimony it was only necessary in all 


the cases you know to give the man one beating and then he gave you the information 
you wanted? 
to 

A. No, I didn't say that. I only maui said that/xmext my knowledge it was not 
performed more than once, and I expressly stated that the third degree was not 
necessarily successful. 

Q. The point about this third degree - these beatings is that they were given 
for the purpose of forcing the person to give testimony against a third person 
and that wasn't punishment, but that was torture, wasn't it? 

~- A. About another organization. 

Q. The point is that these beatings were not punishment, but they were 
torture? 

A. I guess I would have to sumsidex consult a physician as to whether a 


third degree would be called torture. 


Q- I think that this point is well enough established for an ordinary person 


to judge as to criminality of thés organization according to the tests of torture, 


theft, and treatment of innocent people. I have no further questions. 
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BY COL. ORLOW: 

Q. From whom did you receive information about hostile organizations? 

A. The information was received from the public in general, from foreign 
members of the organization, as well as from people who actually wese still be- 
longing to the organizations. 

Q- Did you have a strong permanent force of agents? 

A. No, Our force was composed from different sources. Criminal police, State 
police, SD, etc, and the force had been together in Belgium. There was no organization 
of agents existing yet. 

Q. And you had to study the material which was coming to you? 

A. Yes, I had to study the news coming to me. 

Q- Whet did you do after that? How did you use that intelligence? 

A. We evaluated the materiel which came to us. In some cases we meade im- 
mediate arrests, but in the majority of the cases we used the information for 


mere surveyance, so that through the individuals we could get to the organizations. 


Q. You have told us that you were interested only in organizations and not in 
individuals, is that so? , 

A. For the first period of time that was correct. In thatperiod of time actual 
members of the organizations came to us and uncovered the organizations. That was 
a period when we were merely seeking information about organizations. 

Q. And if you obtained intelligence about the criminal activities of in- 
dividuals, what did you do with that? 

A. After political activities had been forbidden and individuals yet continued 
at such, two things could be done. He could be warned he had to stop the activity 


and he could have been taken in so-called Security Custody. 


vr 
Q. Did you or members of hee group make personally any arrests of such 


individuals? 
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A. As long as the group did not have executive powers, it had to use the 
cooperation of the Secret Field Police. After having received executive powers 
through order of the military authorities, the Secret Police could make arrests 
itself. 
Q. Would your group conduct interrogations? Yes or no. 
A. Yes. 
@# COL. ORLOW: No further questions. 
MR. TAYLOR: Dr. Merkel, do you have any further questions. 
DR. MERKEL: Yes, a few. 
By Dr. Merkel: 
Q. Is it correct that civil servants, after having served for ten years, could 
resign from the office and yet maintain pension rights? ; di 
A. After ten years the civil servant could not be dismissned any more from 
service unless he had committed certain crimes. He could retire and receive 
pension if his application for pension was approved. Since the Security Police 
needed a large number of people, it would have been quite impossible to retire 
without very valid reasons without a certificate from a physician which the 
individual required for retirement. 
Q. If I understood you corrected it was true that after ten years, claim 
for pension was established, but that in all practical cases, such retirement l 
was not granted. 
A. I could not swear to it that the number ten years which I gave is correct. 
It may be that in certain cases possibility provided by ms civil servants law, an 
earlier retirement was possible. I simply don't know the law. 


MR. TAYLOR: Dr. Merkel, don't you think this kind’ of testimony is im- 


material as to the defense - as to the pension. Bimekt Don't you think it is 


L | / 


irrelevant. 





Com. B. 

Bake 8 - 16 MM. UM 

Winkler 

21 June 1946 H0970 -0042 
1400 - 1530 hours 
Straub 
BR. MERKEL: I only dwell on that point because it had been brought 

up by the prosecution, and I believe there wes a need to clarafy certain misunder- 
standings which might have come Up. 


MR. TAYLOR: I don't think there would be any misunderstanding as to 


the pension. It think it is immaterial for the defense or prosecution. I think 


it is pretty well cleared up, don't you? 


Q- Did before the 8 or 9 of November 1938, wholesale outbreaks against the 
Jews take place in Germany? 

A. In this moment I couldn't remember anything. 

Q- Do you know whether the Stapo was active in initiating those outrages of 
1938? 

A. I myself learned of those happenings on the following morning which I be- 
lieve was November 9, and actually my colleagues of the Stapo were quite surprised, 


and we all agreed that the whole incident was utter folly. 
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Q- In the first group of that kommando with which you came to Belgiua, 
how many members of the = SIPO and how many members of the SD belonged to that 
group? 

A. I would make the following estimate: After deducting those people who 
did their war service in the group--the drivers ani one or two interpreters, 
the members of the SD and SIPO were equally divided; that would mean about eight 
to ten of each, 

Q. If I understood you correctly, that kommando existed for only about four 


weeks? 


A. Yes. 


Q. From whom did that z kommando receive its instructions during that period 


of tine? 

A. Exclusively from the military authorities, because there didn't exist 
any other means of communication. 

Q- You said already that during that period of time the secret field police 
BI a T authority in charge of executive powers. From what date on did the 
security police have executive powers? I only want to know the date. 

A. kxankjowant That was a matter of gradual development, and we might 
possibly say it happened around the end of 1940--but a total executive power was 
not bestowed upon the group all at once. 

Qq- And when did that deveiopment terminate? That development of the entire 
executive power of the SIPO? 

A. It was contemplated that the transfer of the total executive power m 
should take place only with the appointment of a higher police leader, around 
the middle of 1944. 

Q. You said that the lists for the shooting of hostages were prepared, 


Who 
among others, also by the SIPO. sum/gave the SIPO the order to do sc? y ee 
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A. The commanders of military forces. 

Q. Is it correct that Jews were arrested in Beigium by the SIPO? 

A. You then should distingiush between arrests and the collection of people 
for emigrat ionexpaaphexwhoxkslamgedxtaxgertain People who belonged to certain 
criminal categories were arrested regardless of their religion. The collection 
of Jews for forced lator in the East should not be identified and confused with 
the first kind of arrest. 

Q. How many SIFO men were concerned with those arrests am the gathering 
of the Jews? 

A. The office at Brussels was a very small group--at no time more then five. 
My answers cover only the office at brussels. There were, in addition to Breendonk, 
five outposts, and I cannot say how many people there were concerned with the task. 

Q- Do you think there were more or less there? 

A. It could have been only less, because those outposts were smaller than 
the Brussels office. 

Q- Now a few questions in regard to the third degree. Were beatings always 
given to the prisoners who were submitted for the third degree, or were there 
other means, too, mentioned in that decree? 

A. The person in charge of the interrogation had a personal relationship 
to the person he REIS: and therefore he had to determine which means to use. 
It is to be assumed that he would not have used the most severe means in all 
cases. First, he would have taken into consideration the personal characteristics 
of the person being questioned; that is, he wouldn't have given so irastic a 


treatment to an older pereon. 


(recess) 


Q. How many people in your office were occupied with the third-degree 


interrogations in Brussels? 
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A. The executive civil servants who had training as criminal police also 
handled these matters. Ail of them were empowered to interrogate and, if they 
had received permission to do so, they were empowered to apply the directive 
regarding third-degree interrogations. This task was not entrusted to special 
people. 

Q. How many such executive civil servants were in your office? 

A. Altogether, with the Gestapo, criminal police, and SIPO, two hundred. 
This figure, two hundred, is the result of a gradual increase. First it was from 
ten to ninety, later to 140, and still later--being sure not to exaggerate the 
figure~-there were two hundred, but not over two hundred. 

Q. Was this third-degree procedure also precticed within the authority of 
the criminal police? 

å. I do not know. 

Q- Prosecution Document L 89. I wish to read the last paragraph of this 
document to you. It is the directive addressed to the employees of the branch 
office Tomaschow. The lest two paragraphs read as follows: "They, the heads of 
offices, are to see to it that the competent x civil service employees are informed, 
and keep in mind, mmex as to the necessity for strict secrecy regarding the 
Girectives and strict secrecy regarding individuals. Infractionsya of these rules 
will be punished by penal and disciplinary procedure." Doesn't that mean that 
only people dealing with them were permitted to have information on this matter? 

A. Yes. Just as with all secret matters or 211 metters m pertaining to 
a Classified category, only/ the civil servants which were dealing with the matters 
were suppose to have knowledge of it. 


Q- Was there any such thing as third degree in other European countries or 


states outsides of Burope? dj 
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BREXNKRKEEX MR. MONNERAY: 
/WEXXMEMNERAXK: I object to that question. 


Mk. TAYLOR: If the witness has that information, and personally 
knows about it, he may answer that question. 
A. There are said to be such third-degree interrogations... 
MR. TAYLOR: The witness is not qualified to answer, from his own 
statement. Does he personally know whether there are any such interrogations? 
A. No, only by hearsay. 
Mx. TAYLOR: Objection sustained. We want the Defense Counsel to get 
in all tne evidence they have, but the Commission does think that we are wasting 
considerable time in questions that are irrelevant, and that possibly some of the 
crosé-exemination has been irrelevant. We are trying to get as much in as possible, 
but I think that we showld all cooperate by asking questions that are material and 
are a defense. 
DR. MERKEL; One last question, sir. 
MR. TAYLOR: Yes, proceed. Get all the questions you want; but let us 
keep to the subject. 
kd DR. MERKEL; I believe that the question regafding the third-degree 
interrogation in other countries is relevant. If the witness cannot answer that 
question, I will formulate the question differently. 
BY DR. MERKIŁ; 
Q- Wes a civil servant who was ordered to arrest a Jew or to interrogate 
someone in a third-degree manner entitled to refuse such an order? 
A. The order to arrest Jews was obligatory{ to be followed by every member 
of the SIFO. However, the directive pertaining to third-degree matters was kagt 
a directive and not an order; and it was within the judgment of the person handling 
the case whether or not it should be employed. 


Q. You did not answer the question very clearly. I wanted to know whether a 
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civil servant could refuse to execute this order, and wiat the consequences of 
such a refusal would have been. 


A. The civil servent had to execute the order given, or else hë would have 


been liable to summary court procedure. 


DR. MERKEL: I have no more questions. 
BY DE. GAWLIK ? 


Q. Which was the section of the office receiving orders from Section Three 
and waking reports to Section Three? 

A. Nominally, Section Three reported to Amt Three. 

Q. Which section of the office received orders from Amt Six and reported 
to Amt Six? 

A. WNominally, it was Section Six, but, as I said previously, all reports 
went over the office's thief. 

Q. Are you informed & generally about the activities of Section Three and 
Section Six? 

to 

A. No more than I kave testified/today. 

Q. I wish to know from you, on the a basis of your knowledge, whether you 
are ina position to answer the question whether Section Two was entirely a 
matter of SD or whether it was a special task. 

A. I should think it was a special task. 

Q. Are you acquainted with offices of the SIFO and the SD outside of Belgium? 

A. I know ay own home office in Munich—-otherwise, none. 

Q. Do you know whether there the Section Two employed SD people who had the 
same task which Section Two in Belgium had to fulfill? 

A. According to my knowledge, no. 


Q. Why do you designate a part of the employees of Section Two as SD men? 


Only because they w previously belonged to the SD, or for other reasons too? 
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A. They came from SD and returned to SD. 

Q. Are those the only reasons? 

A. I believe there are no other reasons. 

Q- You declared, during the cross-examination, that SD and Gestapo arrested 
Jews end deported them. What do you mean here by SD? 

A. I ão not recall mayein having stated"SD and Gestapo." I believe I said 
that they were the memberw of Section Two. I was referring here to the employees 
of Section Two--which was composed of SD people and @XERZI SIPO people. 

Q. In order to clarify this; Who arrested the Jews, and who deported them? 

A. Up to Magxixkk& 1 May 1943, the emphoyees of Section Two. After the 
first of May 1943, those Section Two employees who were still left, and the new 
people who had come into that section took over that task. 

Did Section Three arrest Jews? 

Section Three, as far as I know, no. 

Was the property of Jewe confiscated by Section Three? 

I do not know. 

Were third-degree interrogations practiced by Seétion Three? 

I do not know. 

Were third-degree interrogations practiced by Section Phree? 

As far as I know, this section did not have any executive rights and 
probably did not practice any third-degree interrogations. 

Q. Did Section Six Gonfiscate Jewish property and carry on third-degrec 
interrogetions? 

A. I do not know. 

&s the 


Q. Lieutenant Harrie has characterized tha/criminal/ organizations such as 


arrested Jews, confiscated Jewish property, and used third-degree methods. I 


will accept that so far; but I ask you, have the members of SectionThree themselves 


ZMR 
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committed criminal acta. 
A. In my opinion, no, since these sections did not have such matters within 


their sphere of activity, i do not zał wish to say, however, that cle others who 


have handled aH a ae are criminal organizations. 
me. Gwi Ie 
@{ In order tc clarify this statement, I wish to state that I dià not mean 


that either. It was merely a temporary acceptance based upon the statement of 


Lieutenant Harris. 


xX 
BY Dk. eee id 


Q. You have stated that certain affairs were transferred from Section Three 
to Section Four. Is that merely assumption, or can you base this statement on facts? 

A. If, within the activity of gathering information by Section Three, certain 
matters which came up belonged to the sphere of activity of the SIPO, these matters 
were referred to Section Four. 

Q- Were these matters things which Section Three was not competent to take 
care of? Is that why they were referred to Section Four? 

A. Yes. 

Did 

Q. x£/it also happenm# that Section Four received matters felling within 
their competency from military and civilian offices? 

A. If,in the course of work, military authorities or others had created a 
file which did not come within the competency of another seétion, it went without 
saying that that was referred to the proper section. 

Q. You further & stated that only criminals were arrested by SIPO and SD. 

Was an SD man authorized to arrest anyone? 
A. He could be authorized by the chief of his office. 


Q. Was that in an individual case, or general? 


A. ¥ Without doubt, only in an individual case. 
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Q. Do you know of any cases where members of Section Three or Six were 
authorized to act like that? 

A. Again, we have to differentiate between the civil servant in certain 
sections and the mmmagiixuxnmeiki nonecivil servant. i think that, within 
Section Six, there could also be found executive civil servants. These were 
auxiliary officials of the state attorney and, as such, they were authorized at 
any time to arrest, seize, and search. I do not know at the moment whether such 


civil servants were attached to Section Three or Section Six. 


Q. You have stated before that the camp commanders of Camp Breendonk were 


members of the SD. Who were the immediate superiors of these camp gam commanders? 


A. Regarding their activity, they were subordinate to the military 
administration. I do not know, nor have I ever paid anya attention, to whether 
they Qcxxixdaxnakxknowyxmarxkaxm came from Section One, Section Three, or 
Section Six. 

Q. What did the camp commanders, while they were working, have to do with 
Section Three or Section Six? 

A. I do not believe that they had anything to do with them. 

Q. Why, then, did you designate them as SD members? 

A. Because they came from the SD and they would return to the SD. I cannot 
characterize them in any other way, since they were not civil servants «nd they 
were not employees. “ 

Q. Was it the same relationship which existed when a civil servant was 
drafted into the army as long as he was in the army? 

A. Xam One could characterize the aituation in tha fwey. Withovt any doubt, 
they were removed from their original field of endeavor. 


xm. MR. TAYLOR: Don't you think that the witness has covered that pretty 


thoroughly? amit He has seid he is not competent to give answers on that testimony. 
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Q. Document RF 290 B mas been submitted. In regard to this document you 
state thet it must be a cast of mistaken identity regarding the SD. On the basis 
of your activity in Belgium ant Northern France, do you know whether im there 
were many such cases of mistaken identity regarding the SD being mistaken for 
other agencies? 

A. Regarding ait the document, skuxGxix "the SD" is too brief. It should 
have been addressed to the commander of the security police and to the SD. I 
have already made statements to the effect that, in Belgium and Northern France} 
as anywhere else, too, the designation Gestapo is used. It is quite possible that 
the ł designation "SD" is used in the same way, but I am rather less acquainted 


with such circumstances because it was of lesser interest to me. XXWHEXHALARAKRINE 


Q. I am asking you, did the officers se, as a matter of convenience, the 
designation "SD" for the offices of the SIFO and the SD? 

A. ic doubt that may have happened. 
By KEX LIEUTENANT HARRIS; 

Q. You say that if you didn't carry out certain orders, you mignt have received 
a summary court martial, didn't you? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And for another thing: if you didn't obey orders, you might have lost 
your job? 

A. The summary court always had a consequence in the loss oy one's pumkia 


position. 
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Q. And then, if you lost your position, you would probably kmxitdea have 
been drafted into the army or would have had to get another job? 


A. If a civil servant, during wartime, lost his position, and was fit for 


military service, he would have been dragced into the army, yes. 


Q.Q. So that it was generally known that if you didn't carry out your work 


satisfactorgly, you would probably get a court martial and lose your job? 

A. That was the civil court. 

Q. I suppose that if a person wanted to lose his job, all he had to do was 
to fail toxar carry cut some minor order? 

A. Xes. 

Q- Now, you said that the Gestapo didn't have anything to do with this xSiax 
November 1938 actioa. 

A. Yes. I wes informed that they had nothing to do with it. 

Q- Well, you knew that the Gestapo was charged with the responsibility of 
arresting twenty to tiiréy shauwk thousand Jews? 

wx DR. MERKEL: He hasp merely asked the witness whether he was active in 
the initiating of this action--that is to say the breaking of windows, etc. It 
is per‘ectly clear that the! order was issued later. 

LT. HARRIS: I just want to find out to what extent ki he did participate 

in this action. 

A. I had nothing to do with it. I came to the office, as“was my usval] 
custom, at eight o'clock in the morning. 

Q. And you knew that many thousands of Jews were arrested by the Gestapo and, 
as a result of that acticn here, put into concentration camps~~particularly Dachau? 

A. I have heard of it, but I had nothing to do with this matter because the 


section in which I was employed had nothing to do with it. 
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Q. But this was done by the Gestapo, wasn't it? 

A. The arrests were executed by the Gestapo and by the criminal police. 

Q. And you said thet you thought thie whole procedure was utter foliy, 
dida't you? But actually the seizure of these people for no wrongdoing whatscever-—~ 
that was criminal, wasn't it? 

to the fect that 

A. I mst refer again/ta the officials chosen to execute this order 
could not reject it. 

Q». But you admit that it was criminal? 

DR. MERKEL: I object, because it is not up to the witness whether this 
order was criminal or not. 

LT. HARRIS: We have to find out what is understood by"criminal." 

MR. TAYLOR: I understood the witness to say this morning that he didn't 
dare to form an opinion on it; but if he has the opinion in m his mind, the question 
would be competent, and he should answer the question if he can. 

A. áx If this is to be my personal opinion, I perwonally wish to state that 


I, as a person, have rejected any problems pertaining to race or religion. I do 


not feel that I am strong enough to decide whether initiating this action was 


criminal or uot. I was of the opinion that a temporary detention could not be a 


crime. 
MR. TAYLOR: I think that is sufficient. 
T. HARRIS: No further questions. 
MR. TAYLOR: The witness is excused. 


(The Comnissédon recessed at 4:25.) 
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Official transcript of testimony fcr the 
cefense of organizntions, takcn before a 
commission appointed by tho Internaticnal 
Military Tribunal pursuant to paragraph 
of the creer of the Tribunal dated 13 
March 1946. 
21 June 1946 
COM ISSIONER: 
lire George Re Taylor 
THE GESTLFO 
(The Commission convened at 1000 hours) 
FR.NZ STR.UB, a witness, tock the stand and testified as follows: 
WR, TYLOR; The witness is to be remindec that he is still 
under oathe 
THE WITNESS: Yes, sire 
Re TYLOR: Frocesd with the witness, Dr. Merkel. 
DIRECT BXAMINLTION RESUVEN 
BY DR. MERKEL: 


4 Iti] shw ycu cocument F 673, which is RF 392, which is an »rder 
ú Y 3 > 


by Keitel of .ugust 18, 1944, regarcing the conduct of sabcteurs and 


terrorists in occupied argase I'm quoting #h of that document: "“iro- 
ceedings against terrorists and saboteurs which are and against any 
other criminal acts committed by n a=German civilians in the cccupicc 
area which do not endanger the security or efficiency of the occupied 
fordes are to be stoppec, indictments are to be taken back and ne 
executions are to be carried on further. The criminals are to be handed 
over with the Secret files on our cases to the nearest local office of 
the Sipo and SD," Do you know anything about the carrying cut of this 
order in Belgium and Northern France? 

No, I know nothing about ite That is an orcer issued from the 
Fuehrer's headqmarters as a secret commando mattere I assume it went ti 
the military courts. is an official of the Sipo I never got knowledge 
of that orcer and I assume that it actually was never received by the 
Sipo in Belguim since it was ismed on 4ugust 13, anc we left Belgium on 
September 2e 

The next document I would like to show you is F 641 which is 


RF 320, that is a report issued by the Belgium Commission on War Crimes, 
1555 
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which talks about crizes committed by the Gostapoe I'm 2sking you in 
regard to the cases listed in the appendix of the document = whether they 
were really misdeeds committed by the Gestapo? 

Ls far as I can see from the recore it referred to cases in which 


the Geheime Field Pclizci - Secret Folice = was involved, so it seems a;2in 


that even on December 27, 1945, people dicn't realize the difference between 


the Gestapo and Geheime Ficlec Polizei, anc this document accused the Gestapo 
of the cecds which apparently were committed by the Gcheime Field Folizei - 
Sccret Field Folice. 
% Doces the cccument make refurcnee to cases bo a bit of time when 

the Geheime Field Folizei, Secret Yield Folice, was exclusively uncer the 
Lxrny? 

It seems the cases refer to the section 530 cf the Geheime Field 
Folizei, Secret Field Police, which never was transferred to the Sipo. 

How were foreign laborers recruited in Northern France and Belgium? 

Forcign laborers were recruited exclusively through the sub=-offices 
of Sauckele The Sipo had nothing to do whatscever with the recruiting or 
any other phase cf ths forcign lazor probleme The head cffice cof the Sipo 
hac issued an order for Northern France anc Belgium anc I think 2lso for 
the Netherlands and the total area of France that pecple who had de 
fron labor shculd not be arrested and should not be brought back t 
Reich e 

Dic the Security Folice in #elgium or Northern France ever receive, 


? 


carry out, or issue any orders which cculd be interpreted as a crime asainst 
people, against the laws, or war ageinst humanity? 
- No, sir. 

Do you know anything about the soecalled Einsatzgruppen cr Ein- 
satzkommandos which were used ip the East? 

Therc were no Enisatzgruppen nor Einsatzkommandos in Belgium 
or Northern France, ana we had no knowledge of the structure or function 
of these in the East. 

Did the Sipo maintain special units in prisoner of war camps 
to sift out people who were considered racially or politically undesirable 


and to execute those? 
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i. There were no prisoner of war camps in Belzium nor Northern 
France, anc I cdo not know of any orcers cf that kind. 
Did the Sipo send, inany other way, people who were ecnsidered 
racially or politically un‘esirable, to camps an^ had them. xecuted there? 
de I never heard of anything of that kind, and I stated already here 
that people arrested by the Sipo wers tumed -veroto the military authorities 


and military courts and that the Sipo had nothing to do with them after- 


wards, and if and when a perscn had to be brow:ht fromthe occupied tcrri- 


tory tothe Reich, in each incivicual case, the military commander hac to 
be informed, an’ he gave or refused his approvale 

Were people arrested and o xecuted by the Sipo in Belgium and 
Northern France for crines relative to these they were supposed to have 
committed = the sc-called Sippenhaft? 

Such so-valle* Zippenhaft were nt performed in Belgium ant 
Northern France, as far as I know by the Sipo. 

G Was the So=callėd Nacht and Nebel - night anc fog = creer carried 
out by the Sipo In Belgium anc Northern France? 

that order was issued to anc carried cut by the military courts 
and ifpeople in accordancewith that order haa to be deported to the Reich 
then the ceportati on was performed by the frontier police. 

4 I submit to you document 1650, the so-called Huel orcer.e. Was 
that order carried out in the district of the Sipo in Belgium and Northern 
France? 

I learned only of that orcer while I was in prisone 

5 I submit to you FS 98, the socalled Kommando order of Hitler. 
It refers to the exeuntion of the members of the Kommando leacers and para- 
chutistse What do you know about the execution of thet order in Belgium 
and Northern France? 

I learned nothing about the execution of that order in Belgium 
anc Northern France. At that time the execution of that order was the duty 
of the counter-intellizence which used as its tool exclusively the Geheime 
Field Folizei - Secret Ficlc Folice. 

G Did the Sipo or SD possess any orcers to murcer people who were in 
their custody to prevent their liberation by the Allics? 


I know of no order of that kinds 4s far as I know, prisoners who 
1557 
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were in .rmy installations when the German troops left, Belvzium ang 
Northemn France, were all collceted into vne big transport and then trans- 
ferred back to Belgium and given to the Belgium authcrities in prisons. 
For having not carried cut the or’er of Himaler, the military commancer 
and chief cf the Security Folice in Delziua, Jungclaus waspunishece 

Had the Sipo any port in the confiscation and distribution of 
public or privete property in Belgiun? 

aS for as I know, noe. I outline before any questions referring 
to property where the job of gm wp #12 of the military covernmente 

G 4s far as you know whre the churches persecuted in the districts 

of Sipo uncer your observation? 

as far as I know the relation between the military commander, 
military authorities anc the cardciral of Mecheln and the other church 
ileacers were excellent. There was only cne official concerned with church 
matters attache’ to the staff of the Sipo an’ the 8D anc his cnly job was 
collecting information. às far as I know the director of church affairs 
between the carcinal and the military government was a minister by the 
name of Van Der Elste 

Did the Sipo or the SD blow up a synagogue in Belgium? 

4s far as I know no synagocues in Belgium or Nurthern France were 
blown up at alle Therefore, meubers of the SD anc the Sipo could not have 

‘ 

committed such ceeds. 


DRe MERKEL: For the time being I have no further questions. 


BY DRe GAWLIK: (Defense Gounsel for the SD) 


G Fron whom cid department #2 receive its crders = from department 

#3 or Fh of the main office? 
aS far as I know all orders referring to Jewish affairs were ree 

ceived from department #4 of the Berlin head office =- that was Bichmannts 
offices I'm convinced that all those mtters were discussed by the lower 
Sipo officials with the military government authorities. 

G The people serving in Belgium and France, did they volunteer for 
service there or were they sent there as the result of legal cutics? 

4 4s far as civil servants were concerned, they could not volunteer 


nor coulc they refuse to servee The sametis true of the membcrs of the SD 
1558 





UNCC 


21 June 1946-DR- PORTA NUS 
and the Sipo, who hre been enlisted for Yar services I would asame that 
the same hols true for the regular members cf the SD, and that they had re- 
ceived their orcers from the main office of the SD. 

f Itm submitting to you again document F 560, which is RF 305; a 
report of the American R.search Institute for War Crimese It is a document 
which has been submitted alreadye I'm referring ycu to page lle I wcul like 
you to tell me whebher Bahrmann was actually a DSD. Flease look over t ra ge 


156 


ds The abbreviation DSD probably means Geman Security Service. If the 


reference is to some Mre Sahrmmn, then it should be stated that he was n ta 
member of the SD or the Criminal Policee On page 15 the same Bahrmann is 
mentioned again as chief cf the SD in Lille. ås for as I know there cicn't 
exist any SD office in tha city, and Bahrmann is no chief of the SD, but 
rather a civil servant of the crininal police. 
7 Was there at the place you were located any official of te SD by the 
name of Bahrmann? 
I knew of no member of the SD named Bahrmanne 
DRe GAWLIK: No further questicns.e 
MR. TAYLOR: Dre Merkel, do you have any further questions. 
DRe MERKEL: Noy sire 
CROSS EXAMINATION 
BY MR. MONNERAY: 
f Witness, you were in the administration of the police since 1919 were 
you not? 
Since 1913. 
4nd you enterec into the Stapo in 1938? 
i In 1937, I was transferred to the Stapo, but until March, 1938, I 
remained as a frontier police in Passaue 


Q hnd ycu entered the Nazi Farty in 1937, did you not? 
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Qe If you had wanted to do SO, you had plenty of opportunity to resirn 
in 1937, had you not ? 

Ae I was a professional civil servant and I dia not see any reason in 1937 
to resizn from my revular professi onal career, 

Qe You considered that the activities of the sewman police after the 
arrival to power of the Nazi Party was perfectly leval and correct, did you 
not ? 

Yese 
anc especially the activity of the political rolice ? 
4s far as I sot acquainted with the activity of the political police, 

1 particularly the area in which I worked the work of the political rolice 
did not undergo any changes 
police 


were arrestin Communists, Socialists, Jews, Free Masons, ette Is that cor= 


x 
rect ? Ss 


“ 


4e No, all I meant to say was that if those fields of aetivity in wach I 
was active- that is countermintelli ence anc frontier defense= in those field 
no change was forthcomin>. 

Qe and you had no knowledge 
of other branches 

that knowledge just as much as the member of an office has 
an opportunity to learn of cther people in other of fice, 

Qe Your branch had nothing to do with concentration camps, and protective 
custody, for instance ? 

he The office to which I was attached was at Munich and of course we were 
all aware of the existence of the one at Dachaue 

Qe and your branch had taken people into protective custody, hadn't it ? 

Ae Yes, the possibility to take Somebody into protective custody in the 
course of countereintellivence and control arose, 

Qe Had you any countersintelli: enge activities in Passau ? 

Ae Only as far as the border police was used in the search for suspected 
individuals. 


Qe at your police station you had no official dealing with certain inde- 
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Ag No only as far as it played a .art in the search. I meant tc say 
that the ,atherin: cf information was not sur res, _nsibilitye 

Qe «aCcordins to German Law, how many years is it necessary for a police 
official to get his ~ension ? 


Q. I think thcse laws were chanvede I'm not sure about the details, I 


think they were chan-ed in 1937 In accordance with the old law, previous 


to 1937, it was necessary that civil servants had served for ten yearse 

Q. So if you resicned in 1938 you wouldn't have zotten your pension, 
would you ? 

He. YosSe 

Qe «and you had knowledge in 1938 of the ersecution of the Jews in Novem 
bers had you not ? 

^e I know of the persecution of Jews, as far as their collecting and 
deportation was concernede 

Qe No synavovues had been burned in 1938 in Munich ? 

4e Yes, of course, I learned of those thin’s at that time I was tc Munic} 
and I lived in a suburbe When I came to the office in the mornin. I learne 
Of ite 

Qe “nd you don't know anythin. about the order the Gestapo received abou 
those events ? 

he Noy only upon my arrival at the office I learned of the things which 
had happened and like many other officials there, we were entirely uninfor- 
me de 

Qe “nd immediately all the police stations and policemen were busy 
trying to find out why the synagogue had been burned, were they not ? 

A. I couldn't tell you anything about ite That wasn't my competence, 
and it was the principle of my cffice nct to interfer with matters that 
weren't our business. I do know that those departments of our office whic 
were concerned with the domestic affairs immediately got busy, but what 
measures and results they had I do not know, 

Qe Sut you know of course, that the whcle thins: had been organized by 
the party and the police got orders from hisher authorities not to dc any= 


thin? 61 
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Ae Only during my imprisonment, have I learned of those orders» 
Qe Very well, now what was tho s,ecial mission you zot in Vienna in Sep- 
tember 1944 ? 

l in Vienna in October 1944, and iy mission was to investirate 
the Communists and Socialists tencencies in the Alt and Danube districts 
from “ustriae 

Qe trom whom did you «et your orders ? 

Ae The office IV of the Reichssicherheitshauptamt, main office cf the 
Sipoe 

Qe And in “icnna you sot in touch with what branch of the local office ? 

4se Only with the lccal Gestao office and later with the Commancer „f 
the Sipo in Vienna, Ot course, I was to interpret the mission as covering 
the total territcry of the two mentioned Gaus, but actually I was nct in 
a position to carry cut that mission any loner because a conference which 
office IV was to arran.¢ with local officials d not be held any more, 


Qe Gcule you receive files on any question of opposition in thcse dise 


tricts when you arrived 2n Vienna ? 


ås No, I had to cover the materia myself, and all the files I collected 
only covered 4 period tc 1938, 
and I suppose these files contained lists cf suspected people, cid the: 
No. that wasn't soe It contained the information of i-vrmanent nature 
S$. movements but dic not contain namesof individuals, 
át what office was the etiolo-y of those reports = the informaticn ? 
Gestapo offices, 


i you receive also reports of the offices of the SD ? 


4nd in those files, there were no reports of the SD ? 
No, only Sipoe 
Now let's turn over to activities in Bel-ium 
Your commando was at the Sipo area in July 190 ? 
Yes. 

Qe What was your exact ; csition of this commando ? 


Ae At first the name of the office was Geheime Feld Poliezi (SI) SI was 


supposed to stand for Sipos 562 
YK 
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Qe nd your sroup was a part at this time of the Secret Field Folice 


or Commando of Sipo or SD ? 


Ae The group was transferred to the Sipo» 
= 
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we was your kommande in Bei. ium part of the secret field police 
it presented to the army as a Kicwmando of the SIPO and the SD? 
Oo, 14 wasn't presented to the commander of the military forces a 
‘oOLite a 


wove wearin. the uniform of the secret police, were you not ? 


of the members of this roup were members of the 


Art 
LI U ? 


the members of the SIPO and the SD =- 


smbers drafted for war servic : 


innin- of the war. were you not 


u not ? 


also drafted into the secret 


ths position fielú kommandos consisted 


‘ocunents of the emi-rstion or, 


of your kommando participated in this activity 


‘Sinection between former members of the SD and 
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former members of the Gestapo ? 

WITNESS 3 You still refer to the kommando, consisting of about 25 
people ? 

MRe MONNERAY 3 Yese 

A Yese None of us had any executive power then, We were only attached 
to the service of the SIFO and the SD, 
BY Me MONNERAY >? 

Q Nevertheless, you prepared the action to be taken eventually by the 
army, did you not ? 

A Not by the army, but by the SIFO. 

Q Will you give an example of those executive measures to be carried 
out after the preparatory work done by your groupe 


Å There existed in Delgium and Northern France about thirty emigrants! 


organizations. Dy order of the military authorities, the political activities 


of those emigrants? organizations had to be prohibited. Hence, in those 
emigrants! organizations, there was a lot of potential political dynamite. 
They were requested (a) to discontinue their political activities, and (b) 

to unite all together into one organization for each nationality. The militar: 
authorities also subsequently issued orders for the elimination of certain 
personalities who did not fit into the framework of the new emirrants! set UD» 


3 


Q And in this case it was the members of the SIPO who carried out the 
arrests ? 

A Yesa In such cases the secret field police were requested to carry 
out the arrests. 

Q “ut dnit you tell us that the SIPO carried out the executive 
Neacures ? 

A Noy the SIFO carried out only intelligence service, and at that time 
the executive power was exclusively with the secret field polices 

Q Put after this period, the SIFO itself carried out the arrests, did 
it not ? 

“ Yes; later, when the secret field police was too busy with the 
carrying out of its own tasks, the SIFO was authorized by the military autho= 
rities in certain cases to carry out executions, 

Q Who carried on the information gathering work ? 


A As far as it was concerned with security police, the SIFO; as far as 
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it concerned the SD, the SD, 

Q And what were the questions which came under the competence of the 
SD ? 

À I explained already yesterday that Department Two was concerned with 
the soecalle? "weltanschaulichegegne" (hostile forces, on the basis of philos- 
ophy or religious or political ground), and Department Three was concerned 
with lebensgebicte =- the somcalled "field of life " =- economic questions, 
arty science, and questions of jurisprudences 

( recess ) 

Q After the first period of this kommando, what was your position ? 

A As the kommando was enlarged to the security police, my title was 
criminal counsellor, and my activity was Section Four == the security police 
executive action, with the exception of the executive matters falling within 
the scope of Section Two or Section Five. 

Q What were the executive matters of Section Two ? 

A Section two was charged with the preparation and execution of Jewish 
affairs, Freemasons, which at first was only a matter of getting information 
ani then the securing of still extant installations. Also intelligence in 
the affairs of the churchs 


Q Do you mean the securing of installations only, or the securin: of 


persons belonging to those institutions ? 


A I do not knows but I do not believe that the securing of persons was 
connected with this. As far as I know only material values, installations 
and suchy were secured, 

Q During the first periods you were dealing with Freemasons, Marxists, 
and emigrants? resistance, were you not ? 

A During the first period of my service, I was concerned with the 
securing of socialist and Marxist property, and at that time there was no 
resistence movement. 

Q And following the research work, the secret field police proceeded to 
arrest people ? 

A If such executive measures resulted from the orders of the military 
atmnistration, that might be possible, 

Q Do you claim that the same result would not come out of the work of 


i otellung Two ? 1567 
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A At first Seetion Two was concerned with these matters only as a matter 


of countcreintellicence, Only later} when collecting and evacuating of Jews 


hai started, Section Two also became active in this spheres 


Q Now, the Jewish questions of the RSHA were treated by Amt Four, were 
they not ? 
All questions were treated by RSHA for Section Eichmann, 


And your Section Four was connected with Amt Four in Berling was it 


With the exception of those affairs which were taken care of by 

Section Two4 

Q And Section Two was composed of members of the SDy was it not ? 

A In the majority, yes, 

Q ind the other members came from what organization ? 

A There were several employees of the criminal police, and certain 
employees were there because they were to do their duty in case of war. 

Q You claim that there were no members of the Gestapo in Section Two ? 


A There were none until May, 1943. At least I J0 not know of anye 
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coliminated from Section Twos a Gestapo 
cifficult to say just whether the KRIPO 
was active, sine KRIPO mombers also were transferred to the Gestapo, and 
Gestape mombers also did work in Scction Two. 
Did Scetion Tyo reccivo orders from Amt Three and AMt ix, also? 
I cdo not knowe I don't beliove so. 
And wore you of tho Section Four in touch with Section Two? 
A Only as far as that is customary within an office. There was no 


intcrlinking of business affairse Only after May, 1943 was the sphere of 
« V 9 È 


activity of Section Two transferred to Section “our(B). 


Q and before ™ ; was Section “our which was dealing also 


had nothing to do with these tasks. 
ind after 1943? 


after way 1943 these affairs came into the scone of Section 


Just to make the quest 2 clear -- the Jewish question wa 
lenlt with by Se ts "tae . hin O4° na Ge s r Ma 2 
ealt with by Sect O SLL iiny, 1943 nd Section “our after “ay, 1943. 
Is that correct? 

rm " 

nat is correcte 

4nd until Mey, 1943, tion Two had mainly members of the SD, and 
after May 1943 there ceme in certain members of the KRIPO or the Gestapo? 


Up to May 1943 the personnel of Section Two was composed of SD 


os ; 
he majority. there were also employed several members of the 


police and omployees of such offices. After May1943 the personnel 
Section Two was composed of SD members in the majority. There were also em- 
ployed several members of the criminal police and employees of such offices. 
“tor May 1943 the personnel of Section Iwo was composed of several of its 


original employees who remained there an some newanployees and civil service 


t 3 . p TTA 
Q You told us that reports of Section Four were sent to the RSE 
according to the matter, cither to Amt Three or Four or Six or Seven. Is this 


correct? 1569 
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A 


A That is not quite correct, sire The resultsof the matters wth 


which emigration matters, socialistic groups, and so forthe the results of the 


evaluation of the material was sent fromthe section to the corresponding 
section in the central officee Section Two to Amt Two, Section Four to 
to Amt Four, and so one 


Q “zd you never have any reports coming from Section Four or Section 


reportse 
unt did you receive? 

It was feasible that the sphere of Section Three brought forth an 
executive measure which wuld have tote reportedto Section “our. 

Now let us turn to anothermttere “he headquarters of the SIPO 
and SD in Brussels were at Avenue “ouise, were they not? 

A Yese 

How many floors had this building? 

Ihe officeswre in several buildings. The house Number 453 might 
have had ten or eleven storiese After Fobruary, 1943 the office moved to 
another house which was about six stories high. 


Q On what floor were the offices of the Gestapo? 


F 


A 


A I believe that they were quartered in the second and third, and part 
of the four, fifth, end sixth floorse I believe that is about all. 
Q Were the arrest cells here? 
Tho arrest cells were in the basement. They were for the time that 
the prisoners had to wait before being transferred to the prion. ‘hore was 
transportatidn on schedule for them. Inaccordance with the orders of the 


chief of the office, prison ers were not permitted to remain in the cells 


On what floor were the interrogations held? 
In all the offices of the stories named before. There were no 
svecial interrogation rooms. 
You told us yesterday that you received the order entitling the 
police to carry out thirdedegree interrogations, did you not? 


Yes. 
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4nd you told us there were certain limits to the third degree? 
Yes. 
Q I will read you tho list of third-degree measures which are quoted 

in Document PS 1531, USA 248. “Lowest ration of food, hard confinement, dark 
ration of sleep, exhausting exercises." Is that 211? 
Strokes with a stick. 
Now you told us that no prisoner could be held in your offices 
night, did you not? 
That was a basic ordere 
und that was the rule in all Gestapo and SIPO offices, was it not? 
In Belgium, but not in France, 


Q You do not know how it ws elsewhere? 


å That was true outside of the Reiche In the Reich itself, certain 


Gestapo officers may have hod their own jails. Here there were none; and the 


regular police and court jai wW put into use. 


Q That would explain, wuld not, the measure of deprivation of 


of course. U t was possible, md it may have been so, 


a ease the warden of the jail would have been contacted in order 
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Q Now this documont which I will show to you concerns only the 
question of intorrogation; and intorrogations wore carried through in the 
German police by the Gestapo offico, wore they not? 

A KRIPO, Gestapo, and any othor police branch took interrogations. 
In the occupied territorios also the sccrot ficld police and the fiold 
gondarncrice 

Q But if this order cirocts about deprivation of sleep, thoro must 
heave been a possibility for priso.crs to have to get sleep whon thoy are 
arrested by the polico? 

The prisoners wero kopt in the wohrmacht prisons, Of courso 
there was an opportunity to go to sloop for thom. Thoywore Bolgion prisons, 
Q So whon you decided to apply this measure of deprivation of sleep 
asked the wardon of the on to take tho necessary steps, asking 
to order deprivation of Did you not? 
Yose 


Q Now you told us that this list of severe interrogation moasures 


a limited list, Is this correct? 
A tos, thoro was no other possibility. There was no other directive. 
In my opinion, this dircectivo is a francd irectivc, and has to be rogarded 


a8 suche 


Q In this decree by imoller it is said that "measures ay consist, 


diles 


eecording to oach particular caso, among other moasures ofsecsctce” So you 


I do not know of any othor diroctivo, 


vhat do you understand by "among othor moasures"? If this text is 


correct, it moans that othor monsuros could be adopted alsoe 
One might suppose thats but I focl that the "among othor monsures” 
means lighter punishments, for this diroctive is an increase of punishnent. 
Q Do you agree that othor measures could be adopted, other than theso 
put into this list, according to this text? Please answer by yes or noe 


DRe LIERKEL: I object. This is an intorprotation of a logal diroctivo; 


ond it is up to the court to interpret, and not to the witness, 
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MR. MONNERi\Y:s Tho purpose of this intorrogation is to show that the 
witness, who knows the matter porfoctly woll, did not givo complete 
tdstimony the other daye. So it is not a question of intorproting on official 
text, but to ask tho witnoss to koop his testimony on the grounds of the 
text which is put bofore hime 

DR. MERKEL: If such a toxt is submitted to the witness, I must ask 
that cither the original or photostat is shown, rather than a notarized 
copy, because typing errors might have boch made. 

lie MONUERAYs This is an official document put into evidence. Thoro- 
fore, I think that any question of authonticity is not permissible, 

The documont, as such, has beon submitted to the Tribunal, and so no 
discussion, tc my mannor of thinking, isees 


MRe TAYLOR: Would voo road that quostion for me, plonso, 


(Question is roade) 


IR. TAYLOR: Objection ovor=rulode The witnoss may answer the questione 


I cannot answor this question "yos" or "no," I have just bocome 
cognisant of this right nowe I dil not know of the order before, It 
or 1945, It was considered to be secrot cnd was 

of the chiof of offiecce All police officers considered 

third degree natto . disagreeable affair. That is why, at 

a conforouce which touk place in Brussels in 1942, deputies of the offices 

in Holland, uc a roprescntative of the RSHA. asked 

for a chango ho methods used in working against theenemy, Tho civil 
servant who had to use third cegreo methods, or who had applied for 


Permission to uso thirdedogreoo notuods, was not eonsidored thonost officiont 


onee ivory civil servant was told that, unless he was able to achiove his 


out the information from the witnoss by psychological mothods, 
he had show a cortain disqualification for theo jone 


MOUNERAYs I do not want to intcrrupt, but I think wo should ask 


as shortly as possiblce 
at the ennfcrenes mentioned above, the application of third-degree 
methods was rejected on the basis that it was necessary to encompass the 
mass of the mony, ond the individual action had no importance in this, It 


be 


was rosolvod that, by way of propaganda and dissemination of pro paganda 
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by way of word of mouth or the printed word, the hostilo groups should be 
influonced, And that, in particular, roquired the assistance of the 
individual arrestcese Only dialectic work methods of thoso could socure 
success for the workors 

Q You told us that the top secrots were filed in a special safe, 
and that the officials had no knowledge of this order. Is this correct? 

& The instructions pertaining to the treatment of top sccret and 
socrot documcnts were basic for the treatment of special mattcrs, They 
prohibited dissemination of top socret and secret matters oxcopt to those 
who were directly concerned with thome 

Those rules opplicd to all offices of the SIPO and SD, did they not? 

Yos, of tho Wehrmacht also.» 

I will show youDocuriont 089, which has beon put into evidence 
alroadye It alters tho text of this ordor of the third-degroo intorrogation, 


8 


end contains all tho tormis, among othors, This documont gives as a 


v 


marginal note, "(2) All male officials of tho station to be inforucd at 


the noxt conferonco, 29 Fobruary 1944, and (3) to be filed with top secrot 


ou 


ddcumonts in a steel safc," So 
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Å Yese 


inc those interrozaticns could be carrie out, if it was necessary, 
according to the third degree? 
ice 


oe > 


When your office sent prisoners to the camp of Breendonk, they sent 


over at the same time, concernines the prisoners, dic they not? 


No > 


You didn'tgive any indicaticn as to vhat crimes you charged them 


The camp Breendcck received a copy of the arrest announcement, which 
I mentioned yesterday. It was a brief statement as to the cause of the arrest, 

Did you indicate sometimes that you were sencing a man vho was very 

erous to the security cf the Reich, for instance? 

Yes, the cause of the arrest indicated thate- If 
arrest read "suspicion of sabotage or "murder of German", the man dealing 
with the prisoner knew, of course, why the arrest hac been madee 

In what cases were the internees isolated inside the camp? 

Those were prisoners who, for reasons of the penal procedure, were 
kept separate from the otherse 

Internees, for instance, whe were to be interrogated and were 
rated from the ctherw, were they not? 

In every case where a transfer to the co was to be mace, the 
directive applicable to penal processes had to be followed out, particularly 
re arding the darkening cf the cell, 

What do you call "darkening"? 

The prisoner was not to be brought tozether with anyone whe either 
an accomplice cr with anyone who knew his accomplices This would hamper 
clarification of the casce 

Then, the first comancer of the camp -= was he a merber of the SIFO? 

he was a member of the SP, perscnally. 

Well, you had several chief commanders curing the four years of 


occupation? 


Yess Doth cf them =- the first anc his successor == came from the 
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Q Is it corrcet that the caap of Breenĉonk jave, from time to time, 
people to be shot as hostages? 
according to my knowlegge, no shooting of hostages, in the sense 
-f this expressicn, ever tock placce But when sho tings occurred, it is 


matters of this camp, Breendonk belonged among them. 


-ffice publishec the lists cf peo;le to be shot? 


The military commancere The pe ple wh. were shot canc partly from 
court prisoners whe either were sentenced or about whose sentence there never 
was any doubt, or persos at present in the preliminary procecure staze 


m A 


whose heavy crimes hac. been proved an- where there was no doubt about their 


1 


bein; punished by deathe 

The cffice of the SIFO and SD did not cocperate with the arny to 
put up the lists of people to be shot as a method of reprisal? 

Secret field police received orders to submit such lists anc also, 
probably, the curtse 

“hat was the mission of the SD in those selections? 

The SD dic not take any part in theme 


(i recess was taken until 100 hours) 
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COLMISSI ONER: 


lite George Re Taylor 


GESTAPO 
(The Commission reconvened at 11:00 hrs.) 
RANZ STRAUB, a witness, took the stand and test Las follows: 


[Re TAYLOR The witness is reminded that he is still uncer cath? 


TAYLOR: Proceed. 
CROSS EXAMINATION RESULED 
bet be i madness ie eit go 


BY UR. MONNERAY: 


Q Before recess, witness, you told us that the SD had nothing to do 


with the establis g of lists of hostaces - néithor the oxccution of hostares 3 


wo 


did you not? 
Yose 


‘But the SD was dealing with csiste. movement, were 


They had nothing to do with the resistance movement? 

I explained already the contents 

The SD dealt with 

Yos; up to May 

4nd after that it had nothing to do any more with enemics of the Reich‘ 
Individuals who > transferred from department #2 to #4 continued to 


E 


there e 


` 


Department #3 had nothing to do with t enemies of the Reich? 


What was the title of department #32 
The so=called Lebensbebicte, field of living ethical pro! 
science and 
in press natters? 
guess it had to do officially somehow with press reports, but I can't 
Officially, I didn't tell with those matters end 


director of that department cr his deputy could tell you about that, 


Q How indeed dc you claim thon that the SD had ni thing to do 


3 7979 
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1 


persons certain groups esistance movements, etc? 
do with the exception of treatment of resistance movements, 


question of information, he had to deal with it, did he 


In general it would not be truce. The only way it could have happened 

the SD rcceived some news which it then transferred to the Sipos 

Very well. The Army know perfectly well of the or rganizations of the 
Sipo and 


` 


Supposed to be informed, but d not distincuish tcc 
wE > O 


you oxplain that an crder to execute hestaves was sent cver to 


or confusion. It matters who 
cirected the orde o the SD assune that any organization which weuld have 
been informed about the set up as fo vance ISH directive talked to the SD, 
It may be that Army or another organizati 


ion who 


have been in ‘kon in directing it to the SD, 


Q ow you the Document F - 680 B, which 


r mind that that is a 


Q ou told us yesterday that the Sipo and SD would never give the order 


for exceution matters? 


Tesna > 


mow nothing of thate 
» that hisher SS and Pcli leaders ordered execution 
matters? 
on't know of these functi NS, excepting by chance it might have 


I don't know. 


yeu remember that the 18th of August and the 23 of August 19/1, in 


Charlorois and Gent 2 and hostages had been executed by order of the hir her 


police leaders? 


rf nothine about that, 
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» at the first pace of the sane docunent 
This document says eececeee that "20 and 15 hostares have 
been shot accordine to the crder of the higher SS and police leadorse" And 
this cocument is’ a document of tho military acministraticn police section, It 
is of 13 of Decombor 19h. 
And does the dccument state that the hirher SS and police loaders 
ordered the execution? 
Witness, I'll read to you the text once mcre =- Fourth Point - 
Exeeuticn in 1942, 43 and kh, altogether 240. Aftor it - first of Aucust 19h, 
30 exccutionse Execution cf the easure by the Sipos 18 Aust 19)h, 


Charloroise 23 of August 19h, Genty 20. For the two last moasures by the 


higher SS and police lenders. Is that correct? 


A I don"t know anythins about ite 
Q Vory well. How many Aussenkomaandos had ycu in Belgiun? 


Five in Belsium and none in France, 
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How many members of the $S 


ipo and SD were in each Aussenkowmando? 


I can give you only an estimate. Originally they were rather small 


and average was about citht 


peoples In some cases even less. Perhaps six 


to eight executive officials, a few SD members and office personnel, etc. 


Q Inthose 4ussenkommandés were members of the Gestapos were they not? 


e Yipo people, Gestapo, Criminal Police, so-called 


emergency service pei 


m, 3 s 
“hey had c xecutive NoWer, 


they not? 
At first only in conjunction with 


and during the second period? 


7 


Later when their outposts grow larger, they had gotten special 


authority fromthe Ober Fold 
powers from that. 


Q Your officiàls ices, were entitled to send 


centration camp at Breendonk or without passing by 


x 


but an enlarged military prison, which 


education in your district? 


ov 


cw none in the whole dis riot, 


you receive Hitle decree or Keitel'ts decree about 


5 f 


execution? 


Yes that decree was sublished at my office. 


1 waed da ; : A : ee 
ad you inside of the section, a sub-section dealing with N.N? 


£ 
c 


had nothing snecial = } 


sub-section called NeNe 


tary courts were concerned with the 


Do you remember ? 


of Jews in September 1943, in Belrium? 


I know nothing of 
Your officiols proceeded to the arrests of Jows, did they not? 


$ ` : i 
Yes. That is truc, but I don't recall any mass arrests, 
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Q Did you have any instructions coming fromthe RSHA, how to answer 


relatives of people arrested and sont to Germany as a measure of deportation? 
A Are you referring that in connection to the N.eNe decrees? 
Q Witness, I asked you to answer my questions, if possiblo. 

The RSHA did net give us any in regard to that matter. 

“hy did you have knowledge of this decree = Nie? 

The decree had been sent tothe office for informaticn,. because 
people who were concerned with that mutter for interrogation, they had to know 
that they were not to talk about that matter. 

Q “o you had to intorrogatc those who were following under the NN 
decrec3 


ity existed whether it actually happened I do not know. 


e 


ise you hod to observe the orders riven by the NN decree? 


That means not to give any information to any relatives asking aboüt 


Q and you know perfectly well what happened afterwards to those people, 


A 9° 
you not? 


A I knew that the military courts were concerned with the execution of 


2. 


the order and I knew thot in those cases which were especially characteristic 


as following under the NN, then + one should not talk about the case. 


Q 4nd if your officers arrested people and thought people and the 
crimes against those people fell under the NN Jecree, you gave notice to thc 


3 
Ci 


Army, did you not? 

The deerce is to be understood in the following manner: that they 
were in certain categories of crimes on file which fell under the NN decree, 
but itwas rather up to tho courts to determine whether the NN should apply 
to the individual cases, Practically, it happens as follows: when a man was 
arrested he was turned over to the military courts who subsequently had to 
determine whether he should be sentenced or whether he should fall under the NN 


decree, and until it was pronounced, he should fall under the NY decree, we 


were not to state that he fell und r the decree, 


Q But your officials also arrested people, according to your own 
2 


158 
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information you got in your officess. and interrogated them first, did they 


Y es . 
Do you know anything about the Rote Kapelle? 
expression, but I don't know what is behind it. It 


was a secret Reich affa I only know that it was a special defense dealing 


with the soecalled Rote Kapelle id people were arrested and sentenced by 


a special courte 
uho was arresting them? 


al unit which had headquarters in Paris, 


Criminal councillor, whose name I don't know. 

‘as it Pannwitz? 

Yes, Pannwitz.e 

Do you know the members 

I saw Pannwitz once, and one of his assistants como in a number 


times to 
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me office in Belziume 


Qe Which section of y3 5, vas he in touch 
Ae He asked for assistance whenever he needed it, and it was given to 
him in the form of motor carse 
on was that ? 


Wherever there was an official available =- he wase 


From Section Noe he 
Who was the man who was the expert of Jewish questions and went to 
to conferarces in order to ciscuss the questions ? 
We After May, l, 
there was ne cxpert. Before that 
the head of that cepartment or 


MONNERAYs I have no further questionse 


ou uncerstan:: that the purpos: 


whether the Gestapo anc SD are or were a criminal orzanization, 


you've been a professional police officer throuch: your active 


haven't you ? 


perience 


any evidence of criminal 
properly evaluate your testimo 
what you understand by criminality. You understand that ? 
lefine an i nization as criminal, I would say that the organiza- 
wes created to commit crimes. 


we Let me ask you this question, You wovld agree that an orvanization 
1 


which fer example tortured people, stole their porverty or which sent inno- 
t s t 3 t 


people to priso at would certainly be a criminal organization, 


Lant- EE-? 
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e Torvure and similar mistreatment are certainly crimese 

Qe Now when vou were in the Gestapo in Germany, you knew that the 
Gestapo was sending persons to concentration camps, dicn't you ? 

ite Yese 

Qe ànd the Gestepe sent ,clitical criminals to concentration camps ? 


As Yese 

Qe And concentration camps were a place for criminals, wasn't it ? 

Ao Yese, 

Qe Anca what concentration camps did you know of existing in Germany ? 

Ae Dachau, Sachsenhausen, Oranienbur~, Mauthausen, Auschwitz, I lear- 
ned of auschwitz only in connection with deportation of Jews, 

Qe. You knew Theresienstadt was a concentration campy didn't you ? 

Ae Yes, that I knew, because I menticned already that letters from 
Theresienstadt came to the military covernment as 

deported there, 


receive letters .f people wh 


f auschwita at that timce 
iat you knew that the SD first and the Gestapo 
later on in Belgium arrested people who were perfectly innocent, because 
‘were Jews and sent them to a prison, namely, Theresienstalt, cidn't 


e 


had to carry cut the order, an? we hac no choice but 


' the elements cf criminality which you agreed was a 


fair thought of criminality of organization a little while ao, 

Ae I beg your pardon, sir, but I cannot consider as a characteristic 
criminality the mere deportation of people into concentration camps unlese 
it is done with the intention of bringing them into bad circumstancese 
Qe In other words, you didn't think that to take a person and deprive 


him of his liberty for the rest of his life and force him to work in a 


prison is a crime ? 


Ae I con't know that it was contemplated to keep them for lifee lie were 


tolc they were transferred and would be transferred for labor purposese 
t £ 
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Qe In other words, you think that if a man is put into a prison a year or 
two, that is not punishment. Before it is punishment he has to be put in 
a prison for life or be executed ? 

A, I assume that I'm not allowed to express my personal cpinion here. 

Qe You are absolutely allowed to express your personal opinione That's 
what I am asking you fore 

Ae I always was opposed to treatment of the race and relivious question. 
The fact that it was later declared a state emervency, I couldn't take any 
attitude a-ainst ite 

Qe the point is, witness, not as to your personal responsibility, but as 
to the effect of your testimony with respect to creanizations as a whole. 
Now I think you'll agree that the Gestapo and SD were criminal in respect t 
their treatment cf Jewish people anc churches ? 

not pass that judgment. 
Now, you said that after May 1, 1943, the military administration too! 
f Jewish property, didn't you ? 


Ae In my opinion it was from the very bezinninz the competents of the 


military authcrity tock charge o he confiscated property an3 Jewish prope 


- ivi 


ty was con 


Qe wh: 
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A As far as I know it was dealt with by group #12 of the military 
government, and if I may explain the law of the Sipo in that regard was that 
the abandoned Jewish property was turned over to the billeting office which 
was part of the military governments 

Q The point is that the Gestapo personnel are the ones that actually 
went out and took the property and turned it over to the military adminis- 
tration ? 

Yes, it was, 


And was that also the case of the Socialists and Communists ? 


Only in regard to officials of those organizations. 


This seizure of property of the Jewish people was not pursuant to any 
order of court, nor was it any legal punishment, it was just outright theft, 
wasn't it ? 

A This gain is a question of political interpretation for which I'm not 
capable to passe The whole matter of confiscation of any property was in the 
hands of the military government, although the function of the Sipo was the 
turning over of the key to the military government. 

Q Now, you knew that the reason that this property was being taken away 
from these people was simply because they were Jewish people, didn't you ? 

A Yes, that I know, 

Q That is a second element in the test of criminality to which we 
agreed at the beginning of this cross examination; namely, the confiscation 
of property of innocent peoples 

A&A The Sipo was merely an intermediary to carry out orders, and it had 
no means toctermine whether they were legal or illegala 

Q Except the conscience of the men who comprised the organization ? 

A No, the conscience wouldn't have had much either, because the only 
choice was to obey the order or be court martialed. 

Q Or to go to the front into active combat ? 

A Yes, 

Q And naturally nobody wanted to go to the front in actual combat, if he 
could stay over in Belgium or Paris ? 

A Many Sipo volunteered for front service and they were not permitted 
to serve, Civil servants did not have any opportunity to express themselves; 


they only had to obey orders and serve where they were pute 
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Q Any way in addition to this matter of imprisoning innocent people 

and stealing their property to which you admitted the Sipo at least partici- 

pated we come to the third question of torture. Now we've discussed already 

this third degree method of interrogatione Now what was the purpose of these 

third degree interrogations ? 


4 The purpose was merely to determine suspective organizations. It was 


never to be used against the individual himself, 


Q In other words it was to force the individual to divulge information 
which you thought that he 

A YeSe 

Q And this wasn't punishment which was accessed against this individual 
by a court for something he had done. It wasn't punishment in any sense of 
the word, was it ? 

å Noe 

Q What you did you would get this poor individual into a private room an 
a fellow would take a stick in his hand and he would flog him 25 or 50 times. 
He would beat him, wouldn't he ? 

A Nos he wasn't allowed to do thate 

Q How did he do it then ? á 

A Noy only within the framework of the ordnance, and I believe he would 

him ten times and that was the maximum, 

Q Nowy, the order says twenty times without a doctore You testified 
yesterday that you knew that it was twenty-five or fifty times, The order 
says that for more than twenty strokes, a doctor must be consulted, and you 
testified yourself that it was twenty-five or fifty times ? 

A Noy I said ten or fifteen,s 

Q And the point is this, That the order says = the order places no 
limitation whatsoever upon the number of strokes = the only limit is that if 
you beat a fellow more than twenty times, you have to have a doctor? 

A Yes, but in that the doctor was the judge, and he could determine 
whether the fellow could stand five more beatings or no more beatings. 

Q The point is this. You would get this poor individual in this room and 
you tell him to tell you what you want to know or you'll beat him, didn't you ? 
Now that's what was done, wasn't it ? 


A 


A Yes, I guess it took place in that manner, "You must give this 
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information which I èn convinced you haves If you don't z information, 


I will have to take such action," 

Q Then if he didn't give you the information, you would give it to hin, 
wouldnt you ? 

A Yes, if other means didn't succeed, 

Q We will assume this is the case where this man sticks by his principles 
and he wontt tell except by beatinze Nowy so then you bring him back a few 
hours or the next day and ask him the same question over again, wouldn't you ? 

In that case a new permit from the head of the office had to be 
applied 


Q 


In other words one beating was enough, is that right ? 


No, it may be that he still refused to tell and in that case we would 


ro 
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insturcted to use that means only as extreme emersency measures As 
ter of fact, confession did not have any valicity before the courts 
if an’official punished somebody not within the framework of the or: 


be punished by the State authoritiese 
didn't care much about the courts, because you were sencinz 
people tc concentration camps without a court ? 


Ae No, that is not correcte In Belvium we sent all to the military 


ust ,sstified to the Commission a few minutes avo when Mre Mor 

neray examined you that you sent people to Breendonk without a court ord: 

& Yes, but I added that Breendonk was usec only as a camp for arrest 
an. that people from there were sent to the military ccurtse 

Qe We understand that according to your testimony it was only necessa- 
ry in all ths cases you know to “ive the man one beatin- and then he 
eave you the information you wanted ? 

Ae No, I didn't say that. I only said that to my knowlege it was not 


performec. more than once, anc I expressly statec that th 


was not necessarily succe 


punishment, but that was torture, wasn't it! 
About another organizatione 


t 
{ 


is that these beatin’s were not punishment, but they were 


I would have to consult a physician as to whether a third 
called tortures 


ee I think that this point is well enouvh established for an ordinary 
person to judge as to criminality of this organization according to the 
tests of tortureg theft, and treatment of 

further questionse 


BY COLONEL ORLO 


Qe From whom did you receive information about hostile organizations 
y 


A. The information was received from the public in eneral, from fo- 


reivn members of the orzanizaticns, as well as from people who actually 


were still belonvine to the organizationse 
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Qe Did you have a strong permanent force of a-ents ? 


A, No, our force was composed from different scurcese Criminal police, 


State police, SD, etce, anc the force had been tosether in Belzgiun, There 


was an organization of azents existin= yete 
And you ho- to study the materiat which was comin: to you ? 
Ye qd to study the news coming to mee 
What did you do after that ? How dià you use that intellixence ? 
We evaluated tke material which came to use In some cases we made 
immediate arrests, but in the majority of the cases we used 
for mere surveyancey, so that throwh the individuals we could vat 
orvanizationss 

Qe You have tcld us that you were interested only in organizations and 
not in individuals, is that so ? 

A. For the first ¢cricd of time that was correct. In that period of tir 
actual members of the organizations came to us anc uncovered the cr:aniza- 
tionse That was a pericd when we were merely seekin- information ab-cut 
organizationse 

Qe And if you obtained intellivence about the criminal activities of ins 


1 


dividuals, what “ic you do with 

A. After political activities hac bser fortieden and indivicuals ye 
continued at such, two th: ngs ild be done. He coul e warnec he had t 
stop the activity and he cou have o-called Security Cust: 


. 3 


vic you or members of your oup make personally.any arrests of s 
individuals ? 

Ae As lon: as the group did not have executive power®, it had to use th- 
cooperation of the Secret Field Police. 
wers through crder of the military authorities, 
make arrests itself, 

Qe Would your er-up conduct interrogations ? Yes or noe 
Ae Yese 

COLONEL ORLO} No further questionse 


MR. TAYLOR! Dr. Merkel, do ycu have eny further questions ? 


DR. MERKEL: Yes, a fewo 
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BY DRe MERKEL? vatori 
Q Is it corroc: that civil servants, after having served for ten years, 
could resign from: 2 office and yet maintain pension richts ? 
he After ten yeaa the civil servant could not be dismissed any more 
from service unlesshe had committed certain crimese He could retire and 


receive pension if his application for pension was approve’ Since the 


Security Folice needed a large number of people, it would ': = been quite 


impessible to retire without very valid reasons without a: .tificate from 
a physician which the individual required for retirement, 

Qe If I understood you corrected it was ture that aftc: "en years, claim 
for pension was established, but that in all c¢ractical - 72S, such retiremé 
was not erantece 

Ae I could not swear to it that the number ten ~<.rs which I zave is 
correct, It may be that in certain cases poseiti «iy provided by civil 
Servants lawj.an earlier retirement was poss?’ +, imply don't know the 

re Merkel, don't you eux this kin’ of testimony is 
immaterial as to the defense = as to +~  ension,. Don't you think it is 
irrelevante 
Re MERKEL: I = . on that point because it hac been brought 
up by the prosecutior + T believe there was a need tc clarify certain 
misuncerstandi~_, ich misht have come upe 
WRe I don't think there would be any misuncerstanding as to 
ng I think it is immaterial for the defense or prosecution. I 
wink it is pretty well cleared up don't you ? 

Qe Hid before the 8 or 9 of November 1938, wholesale outbreaks acainst 

the Jews take place in Germany ? 
this moment I couldn't remember anythinc. 

Qe Do you know whether the Gestapo was active in initiatine those outrae 
ges of 1938 ? 

he I myself learned of those happeninss cn the followin: mornin: which I 
believe was November 9, anc actually my collea:ues cf the Gestapo were 
quite surprised, and we all agreed that the whole incident was utter folly. 
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Q In the first group of that kommando with which you came to Belgium, 


how many members of the SIFO and how many members of the SD belonged to that 


group ? 

å I would make the following estimate : After deducting those people wh 
did their war service in the group == the drivers and one or two interpreters - 
the members of the SD and SIPO were equally divided; that would mean about 
eicht to ten of eache 

Q If I understood you correctly, that kommando existed for only about 
four weeks ? 

A Yese 

Q From whom did that kommando receive its instructions during that perio 
of time ? 

A Exclusively from the military authorities, because there didn't exist 
any other means of communication, 


Q 


v 


You said already that during that period of time the secret field 
police was the only authority in charge of executive powers. From that date 
on did the security police have executive powers ? I only want to know the 
datee 

A That was a ~atter of gradual development, and we might possibly say it 
happened around the end of 1940 == but a total executive power was not bes- 
towed upon the group all at once. 

Q And when did that development terminate ? That development of the 
entire executive power of the SIPO ? 

A It was contemplated that the transfer of the total executive power 
should take place only with the appointment of a higher police leader, around 
the middle of 19hh. 

Q You said that the lists for the shooting of hostages were prepared, 
among others, also by the SIPO. Who gave the SIPO the order to do so ? 

A The commanders of military forcese 

Q Is it correct that Jews were arrested in Belgium by the SIPO ? 

A You then should distinguish between arrests and the collection of 
people for emigration. People who belonged to certain criminal categories 
were arrested regardless of their religion, The collection of Jews for force 


labor in the East should not be identified and confused with the first kind o* 
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Q How many SIPO men were concerned with those arrests and the gathering 
of the Jews ? 

A The office at Drussels was a very small group == at no time more than 
fivee My answers cover only the office at Drussels, There were, in aidition 
to Breendonks, five outposts, and I cannot say how many people there were 
concerned with the taske 

Q Do you think there were more or less there ? 

A I could have been only less, because those outposts were smaller than 
the Brussels offices 

Q Now a few questions in regard to the third degrece Were beatings 
always given to the »risoners who were submitted for the third degree, or were 
there other means, boos mentioned in that degree ? 

The person in charge of the interrogation hai a personal relationship to 
the person he questioned and therefore he had to determine which means to use, 
It is to be assumed that he would not have used the most severe means in all 
caseSe First, he would have taken into consideration the personal charace 
teristics of the person being questioneds that is, he wouldn't have given so 
drastic a treatment to an older person. 

( Recess ) 

Q How many people in your office were occupied with the third-degree 
interrogations in Drussels ? 

A The executive civil servants who had training as criminal police also 
handled these matters, All of them were empowered to interrogate and, if they 
had received permission to do soy they were empowered to apply the directive 
regarding third-degree interrogations, This task was not entrusted to special 
peoples 

Q How many such executive civil servants were in your office ? 

A Altogether, with the Gestapo, criminal police, and SIPO, two hundred, 
This figure, two hundred, is the result of a gradual increase, First it was 
from ten to ninety, later to 140, and still later -~ being sure not to exagger. 
ate the figure — there were two hundred, but not over two hundred, 

Q Was this third-degree procedure also practiced within the authority 
of the criminal police ? 


A I do not know, 


Q Prosecution Document L 89, I wish to read the last paracraph of this 
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document to youe It is the directive addressed to the employees of the branch 
office Tomaschow. The last two paragraphs read as follows : "They the heads 
of offices, are to see to it that the competent civil service employees are 
informed, and keep in mind, as to the necessity for strict secrecy regarding 
the directives and strict secrecy regarding individuals, Infractions of these 
rules will be punished by penal and disciplinary procedures" Doesn't that 
mean that only people dealing with t..n were permitted to have information on 
this matter ? 

A Yese Just as with all secret matters or all matters pertaining to a 
classified category, only the civil servants which were dealing with the matters 
were supposed to have knowledge of it. 

Q Was there any such thing as third degree in other European countries 


or states outside of Europe ? 


UM 
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MR. MUNWERAY: T object to that question. 
MR. TYLOR: If the witness has that information, and 
personally knows about it, ho may answer that question. 
said to be such third-dezree intcr. sgations... 
The witness is not qualificd to answor, 
frou his own statcmont. Docs no personally know whether thore ar. 
any such intcrrogations? 


> 


No, only by hearsay. 

LR. TYLOR Objecti:. sustained. Wo want the Defense 
Counsel to get in all tho cvidence they have, but the Commission 
docs think that wc aro wasting considcrable tine in questions that 
are irrelevant, and that possibly souo of the cross-oxanination 
has beon irrelevant. We are trying to got as much in as possible 
but I think that we should operate by asking questions that 


are natecrial and 


TYLOR: , proceed. Get all the quostions you 
want; b ct us koop to the subject. 

MERKEL: I belicve that the question regarding the 
thirc-degree interrogation in other countries is relevant. If the 


witness cannot answor that question, I will fornulste tho question 


as â Civil servant who was ordered to arrest a Jew or 
gate Someone in a third-degree manner entitled to refuse 
an order? 
A The order to arrest Jews was obligatory to be followca 
by every momber of the SIPO. However, the directive pertaining to 
third-degree matters was a dircetive and not an orcer; and it was 
within the judgment of the person handling the case whether or not 
it should be employed. 
Q You did not answer the question very clearly. I wanted t 


know whether a civil servant could refuse to cxceute this ordor, 


and what tho consequcnces of such a refusal would 
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The civil servant had to execute tho order givon, or 
clse he would have been Liable to summary court proccdure. 

DR. MERKEL: I have no more questions. 
BY DR. GAWLIK: 


Q Which was the section of the officc roceiving ordors 


from Section Three and making reports to Suction Throo? 


Nominally, Section Three reported to nt Throo 
Q Which section of the office reecived ordurs fron ant Six 

and roported to amt Six? 

Nominally, it was Section Six, but, as I said previously, 

all reports went over the office's chief, 
are you informed generally about tho activities of Sec- 
nd Section Six? 

No more than I have testi 

I wish to know from you, on the basis of your knowlocdge, 
whether you ec ina position to answer the question whether Scc- 


m 


tion Two was entirely a matter of SD or whethor 


ra] sk 
GOl oe 


I should think it was a special task. 
are you acquainted with offices of tho SIPO and the SD 
Belgiun? 


know my own home office in Munich--othcerwise, none, 


] f. 


<now whether tiere the Section Two employed SD 
who had the same task which Section Two in Belgium had to 
fulfill? 
According to my knowl. ge, no. 
Why do you designate a part of the employees of Section 
men? Only because they previously belonged to the SD, or 
other reasons too? 
They came from SD and returned to S 
are those the only reasons? 
I belicve there are no other reasons, 
Q You declared, during the cross-examination, that SD and 
Gestapo arrested Jows and dcported then. What do you mean here by 


SD? : 
1597 
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À I do not recall having stated "SD and Gestapos" I be- 
lieve I said that they were the members of Section Two. I was 
referring here to the employees of Section Two--which was composed 
of SD people and SIPO people. 

Q In order to clarify this; Who arrested the Jews, and 


who deported then? 


ia Up May 1945, th. employees of Section Two. ..fter 


the first of N 1925, those Section Two employees who were still 
left, and the new people who had come into that section took over 
that task. 

Q Did Soction Three arrest Jews? 

Section Three, as far as I know, no. 
Was the property of Jews confiscated by Section Three? 
knoWe 
Q, d hird-<degree interrogations practiced by Section 


Three? 


hird-cegree interrogations practiced by Section 
Three? 
ʻi aS far as I know, this section did not heve any execu- 
tive rights and probably dia not practice any third-degree inter- 
‘ogations,. 
Did Section Six confiscate Jewish property and carry on 
third-degree interrogations? 
I do not know. 
Q Leiutenant Harris has characterized as criminal the or- 
ganizations such as ar Jews, confiscated Jewish property, 


and used third-degree met I will accept that so far; but I 


ask you, have the members of Section Three thenselves 
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committed criminal acts? 
In my cpinicn, no, since these sections did not hav such matters 


ithin their sphere of activity. I co not wish to say, however, that the 


who have handled such matters are criminal organizati. ns 


LiD e 

DR. ŒALIK: In order to clerify this statement, I wisi 

mean that either. It was merely a temporary acceptance 
enent cf Licutenant Harris. 


LIK: 


Tr y atend mr) 5 ew 4 Pe ee ae pr s 
You have stated that cortain affair 


yt 


t meroly assumption, cr can you i 


f, within the activity of athering information by Socticn 


Me 


certsin natte which came up belonged to tho sphere of activity of the SIPO; 


thesc matters wore referred to Section 


those natters thines which Section Thrce was not cc wo 


Te ha shar h ar ayn afar +n Banticr PAM 
LO that way they were referred D O OCCT LON Four? 


men that Sceecion Four reecived matters falling within 


nilitory and civilian offices? 


ed 


7 


slr A 


werk, litary outhoritics or cthers hac created 


cone within the mpetency another section, it went 
that that was referrc.. to the 
4. 


You further 
nan author 
He could 
in an individual 
ut doubt, only in an 
know of any were 


act like that? 


Again, we have to differentiate between the civil servent in certain 


LN 


the non-civil servant. I think that, within Section Six, there 


2e found executive civil servants. These were auxiliary officials 


My ae 


attorney and, as tney we thorized at any time to arrest, 
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akata 


seize, and search. I do not know at the moment whether such civil servants wer 
attached to Scetion Three or Section Six. 


You have stated before that the camp command 


+ de y - W a J> hr 
immediate supericrs of the 


ogarding their activity, they were subordinate to the 
SNe I do net -know, no swe I ever paid any attention, 


tacy cane from Section One o ; Six. 


i A 
yoCcvlLon 


I do not belicve that thoy 


9 


Whyy then did you desig 


Because they car 


1 


muot characterize then 
and they 


4} 


one sanc r nticnship which existe? when a civil scrvent was 


t, +14 -, “ae 
in tac army: 


One could characterize the situation in th 


3 


renoved from their 


wT VTOAD. 
ive 


LEU e TAY „O De n't 


He has said he is not petent to sive wers on that tcstimony. 


7 


Docunent RI 


‘y 
{ 


basis of your activity in Belrium and Northern France vou know whether therc 


were many 


mistaken for 


other arenci.es? 


sp" 


Š ant oe: wr $ Ay 3 Š de Ja C Lo m = 
security police a the SD. ave alrea 


to the effect that, in Del¢iwa and Northern France, 


0 the desirnaticn Gestapo is used It is quite possibli 


7 


is used in the 


“1 


Lesser intercst 


1000 
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officers use, as a matter of convenic NCC, 
SHPO and the SD? 
No doubt that may 
BY LISUTSNANT HARRIS 
Q You say that if you didn't carry out certain orders, yor 


received a summary court martial, 


And for another thine: if you didn't obey orders, 


=- 
i 


conscquence in the Loss 
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anc then, if you lest your position, you would probably have 
been ¢craftec inte the army or weulc nave hac to ret another job? 

lf a civil servant, curing wartime, lost his positicn, and was 
fit for military service, he wcul” have been crafted into the army, yes. 

So that it was generally known that if you dien't carry out your 
work satisfactorily, you would probably cet a court martial and lose ycu 
job? 

That was the civil courte 

I suppose that if a person wanted to lose 

fail to carry out some minor 

Yese 

Now, y:u said that the Gestapo didn't have anything to co with 

vaaber 1938 action? 

Yes. I wasinfommed that ihey had nothing tc do with ite 

Well, you knew that the Gestapo was charged with the responsibility 
of arresting twenty to thirty thous .* Jews? 

TRe MERKEL: He has merely 2ske: the witness whether he was active 
in the initiating of this acticn--that is to say, the breaking of wincows, 
etce It is perfectly clear that thatorcer ws issued latere 

LT. HAR«IS: I just want to find cut to what extent he cic par- 
ticipate in this actione 

I had nothing to do with ite I came to the office, as was my 
usual custom, at eight o'clock in the mornine e 

and you knew that many thousands of Jews were arr usted by th 

as a result of that action here, put inte concentration camps 
--particularly Uachua? 
I have heard of it, but I had nothing tc do with this matter be- 


cause the secticn in which I was employed hac nothing to do with ite 


But that was cone by the Gestapo, wasn't it? 


The arrests were executed y the Gestapo and the criminal policee 


inè you said that you thought this wh le prooedcure was utter folly, 
dicn't you? But actually the seizure of these people for nc wrongdoing 
whatsoever =- that was criminal, wasn't it? 

I must refer again tc the fact that the cfficials chosen to execute 
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lot it was crininal? 
I object, because it is not up to the witness whether 
this order was criminal or not. 
IT. HARRIS: W, have to find out what is understood. by “criminal”. 
WRe TAYLOR: I understood the witnessto say this morning that he 
didn't dare to f-rm an opinion on its but if he has the opinion in his min, 


the questi n wul. be competent, and he shoul’ answer the question if he cane 


fs If this is to be my personal opini n, I personally wish to state 


that I, as a person, have rejected any problem pertaining to race or religicne 
I do not feel thatI am&rong enough to decide whether initiating this action 
was criminal or note I was of the opinion that a temporary detention could 
not be a crime. 

MR. TAYLOR: I think that is sufficient. 

IT. HARRIS: Ne further questions. 

MR, TAYLOR: The witness isexcuse le 


(The Commission recessed <: 
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